IVST DEFENCE 


OF CERTAINE PASSAGES 


in a former Treatiſe concerning the 
Nature and Vie of LOTS, 


Againſt fuch Exceptions and Oppoſi- 


tions as hauc beene made thereunto 
by ME. I. B. 


 Wherein the inſufficiencie of / bis eAnſwers 


giueito the Arguments brought in defence 
of a Lujorious Lot 7 manifeited,; 


The imbecillitis of his Arguments from 


againſt the ſame further diſcoucre 


And the Point it ſelfe in Controuerſie more_ 
fully cleared ; 
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TY 
HIS LOVING 


and much reſpected Friend, 


Mr, THoMAs GATAKER 
Bacheler in Diuinitie. 


1R, I haue peruſed your 
Anſwer to MF. B. hi 
Pamphler again$F you; 
wherein you haue ſo clea- 
red the point in contro- 


F Aa uerſie betweene you; that 

' IT much pitty your oppo- 
nents hard lot to fall vpon ſuch a ſubictt and 
tenet concerning Lots, as afforded him ſo 
fruall ſtore of ObieCtions againit your Opi- 


A2 nioN, 


nion, that he was euen conftrained, according 


to the manner of ſome old Roman Orators.. 


noted by Quintilian, Cauſſarum vacua con- 
viths implere. Neither the matter in band, 
about which learned Proteſtants may differ 
in iudgement without breach of Charity, or 
preiudice to ChriStian vnity, nor your hand- 
ling it dogmatically and (cholaltically with- 
out any gall at all, could occafion ſuch heats. 
I cannot imagine therefore, what ſhould ſo 
much moue him, but the badneſſe of his caule, 
and the weakneſſe of his owne Arguments, 
which he ſeeth by your handling them to be.. 
like wier-{trings il-nealed,wbich would not. 
endure the lea ſtraining. For albeit I confeſſe 
that we are all apt to take too much hold of any 
point of liberty reached ronto cos out of Gods 
word ; and in particular I cannot but deplore 
ſorter, fortis, the Lot of Lot it ſelfe, which 
hath beene and 14 too much by the licentious 
abuſed,and thereby in a ſort defamed, eſpecially 
in Carding and Dicing : yet Gods truth muſt 
not be ſuppreſſed becauſe of mans errors ; 
either 1 it a ſafe way to goe about to cure 
an error in practile, by another error in iudge- 

melt ; 


anne perro» a 1 ——_— y 


ment ; 1 meane, to reforme the abuſe in Lu- 
ſorie Lots by totally condemning the v(cit ſelfe 
of them. Though a Surgean meane nener [0 
well in letting hu Patient bloud who needeth 
i, yet if he ſtrike notthe right veine, he had 
better haue ſpared his paines. The ſinne too 
regnant in ports and games now a-dates 17 
not in ſing the Lot, but in not obſeruing thoſe 
Rules and Cautions 7 theſe and other Recre- 
ations, Which are iudiciouſly and piouſly ſet 
downe by. you in your compleat Treatiſe of 
Lots. Let thoſe Cautions be obſerued, and 


ſet afide the authoritie of ſome Diuines,whoſe 


perſons hey haue in admiration aboue others , 
what 14 there in the caſuall falling of the Dye, 
or dealing of the Cards, more than inthe fall 
of a Coyre, or lighting of an Arrow neerer 
or further,or the turning of a Boulc,to enſnare 
the Conſcience? Art more ruleth the one, and 
Naturethe other ; Gods prouidence and con- 
currence being equall in either, For to con- 
clude, that becauſe fore Lots haue beene con- 


ſecrated to an holy vie ſometimes, therefore 


all Lots are ſacred, 1s a feeble kinds of ar- 
zuing. And to impoſe a ſpeciall and immedi- 
A3 ate 


ate worke of Gods prouidence, pon the., 
caſuall euent of the Lot, more than pon other 
naturall accidents and deliberate aftions of 
men, ir a temerariou and groundleſſe aſſertion. 
And furthermore to charge all thoſe ſeruants 
of God, who moderately yſe their Chriſtian 
liberty # theſe Games, with ſo hainous a. 
finne, as 15 the prophaning of athing ſacred, 
or taking in vaine Gods deciding Iudge- 
ments, !s an Vncharitable cenſure. The Lord 
open the eyes of all that ſeeke to ſerue him in 
finceritie and fingleneſſe of heart, that neither 
by enlarging their Chriſtian liberty they oper 
a gaptolicentiouſneſle, nor yet by too much 
reſtraining it lay a ſnare on weake Conſcien- 
ces. To deliver you my iudgement and aduice 
in a word; Satis aftum elt : you haue fified 
thi point of Lots tothe bran. Let me aduiſe 
you hereafter no reciprocare ſerram con- 
rentionis de ludis ſortiarijs, but rather to 
imploy your able pen agains the Sorcerers of 
Aypt now abounding in euery place, and 
makins aduantages of the leasSt differences 
«19n2 Þs,Wwho hold the like pretious faith pur- 
ged fromthe drofſe of their ſuperſtition. This 
aguice, 


aduice, I know, you will take in good part, as 
proceeding from 


Your true aftcQtionate friend and 
fellow-labourcr inthe Lords 


harueclt, 


DANIEL FEATLY. 


Croydon Sept, Zo 
1623. 
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WZDUCRINED 


This Diſcourſe or Defence conſiſteth 
of three Parts. 


1. An Anſwer to MF. Þ. Bpſore, and hi PoSt- 
ſcript. » 

2» A Reply vpor ME. B', Anſwer to MF.G\. 
Argumeſpts. . 

3. A Rejoinder to MF. B. Reply in defence of 
his owne Arguments. 


ME. B intire Context 1 without omiſſion of 
ought inſerted ; a4 alſo MF. G*. owne Argu- 
ments aud Anſwers are out of his former 
Booke tranſcribed that neither ofthem may 
be wronged, nor the Reader inforced torun 
from Booke to Booke,to ſearch for that that 
7 either confirmedor confuted,or otherwiſe 
dealt with , hauing all repreſented here toge- 
ther Vnto bir view. 


Tat Firsr Parr. 


M.. BALMFORDS 
PREFACE, 
WITH 


ANSWER TO IT. 


es, 


To the ChriStian Reader, being none of 1. B. 
thoſe men, who ( oc toS.Pauls 
| Prophecie ) * loue pleaſtires © «tim 
more than God. 


To the ſame Chriſtian Reader, being 7: 6, 
none of thoſe men, who (contrary to 
S. Tames his Rule) holdthe Faith  ,.._ 
of Chri8t,or the Truth of God, 
with reſpect of perſons. 


2 der, that M-*, B. had obſerued x m9), Liians 
f- de gymnal. 


S249 that they ſhould /eake when Plato derepl4.Ne 


=D they ſpake, * Without Preface, mis odioja pempa 


or paſrion.. For it __ Preface whatſoeuer, res Cireenſibus. SE, 
d$ 


"I Could haue wiſhed, good Rea- « Are e401 way 


thoſe :wo Rules ſometime pre- 4 1444.49 rhaes- 


{cribed their Oratorsat Athens, oiwor m3 On 
YJuuUguaT he T2. 


prefat.coulroer!. 


2 


» Abipſa veri con- 
templatione men. e 
abducunt, Dunti, 
mſiit.l.6.c.3. Ratio 
id indicart tult 
quod equun eſt : 
wad equit wvideri 
wvull qu1d indicautte 
Ratio mbil preter 
2pſum de quo agi- 
tur, ſpat : ira 
Uan;s Cr extra cau- 
fam oberrantivus 
COmMmovelur. See 
znfeftapatronoreum 
dawmat : & ſt in- 
geritur ocitlis uert- 
tas,amat C tue'ut 
errorem 3 Coargui 


23d vult;, &+ in male 


ceptis honeftior ill 
pertinacia, quam 
penitentia(aut jal - 
nodia)uidetur.s en, 
detra, 1.1.15. 


I, B. 


q. © 
* Principius omen 
neſſe ſolet. *Ap;xns 
x25 TRAC 1g- 


A4.B. bu Preface, 

as Plus faith, ſeeme loyg to thoſe that defire to 
core to the maine matter; much more muſt « 
prolix and impertinent Preface , needs be no 
other than a meere Purgatorie to the ſtudious 
Reader, either diverting or with-holding him 
from that that moſt he.delireth. And for paſzon 
and affed/0n,'tt is apparent, that *they doe not 
onely n2t helpe or turcher.ought, but hinder 
much the 4i/coxcrie either of truth or of right. 
Bur Mr. B. jt ſeemeth, liked not to be tied to 
either of thoſe Lawes : for he beginneth his 
Booke with along Proeme, and his Proeme with - 
much paſzon, Which courſe lince he hath taken, 
and there is a neceſſitie of examining what he 
here ſaith, I muſt intreat thee to blame kim (who 
hath giuen the occaſion) and not me,if thou be - 
kept longer than ts fir, from that which thou 
haſtneſt vnto, and that ſhould haue beene our - 
principail aime in this worke. . 


 Omne yeeres are paſt ſince Mr.G. tooke occa- 
fron, from cafling of Lets to finae out for - 
He whoſe ſake adangerom forme was, to inſti- 


fre playing with Dice, Cards,t+6. and to confute me 


by Name 7p gen Palpit. 


It hath bcene euer deemed that * Beginnings | 
are ominow': and ſuch matter as men meet 
with at the firſt entrance of a worke, they are 


x6p T4 TED, Enrip. Fol. Ravus principiveſt exitus bonns mai. Principioque ſunt incho- 
ata malo, vix ef ut bono peragantnr exxu. Leaad Maur Epapud Grat.cauſ.1.9.1. bt tam? 
Gleſſa paulo ſeueruw , Vix _— Malum proncipiurm malus finis ſequitur. Petr, 


For reg.Iur.Cia. Hits Citiad Attic. h,lo.cp.20- Male prſubeins initie; ſit ceers ſequentur. 
| - wont - 


with Anſwer to it, 


wont commonly to looke forand expe in the 
proceſſe. If this worke of Mr. B. {hquld by this 
rule be iudged of, it would receiue no{mall pre- 
iadice ; (ithence it beginneth at the firi# entrance 
with a flat vnireuth, to wit, that / confated bim 
| by namein open Pulpit. -R. 
True it is, that handling the firſt of 8 Jpwas, 
I tooke occalion, by the Zorthere caſt, ro en- 
treatat large of the YJe of Zots in generall, the 
rather for ſundry deahts and /cruples that by 
divers had beene moued vnto me concerning 
the Y/eofthem : And that among other things 
I defended the Y/e of 4 Los: generally. vicd rn 
difpert , either for combination of the porters 
onely , or for proſecution. and determination of 
the ſort; and conſequently did iuſtifiethe Lpe 
vied in Cards and Dice &c. rather than the 
Games themſelues {imply or any otherwiſe, 


5 Io%G I: f. 


conſidered, For my maine queſtion concerning ' 


Iuſorious Lots 1s, whether the light ſe of 4 Lot be 
. 4 thing wviterly unlawfull, as- My,-B, and ſome 
others auouch it to bez. and ſo whether that 


- make ſuch games among others to be VnOWaty 


rantable, not whether in other reſpes they be 
.vnwarrantable or no. 

But that by name in open Pulpit 1 confuted 
My, B. orthat in propounding of any Argument 
in this Argument by me refuted, I did in Pulpis 
; once name any Author thereof,is a thing altoge- 
ther vntrue; concerning which I hauccleared 
my lelfe by ſolemne proteſtationto My. B. him= 
elfe, as ſhall > after by his. owne confefiion in 

9-3... 


® Poſt-ſcript to 
hls Preface. 


M.D.'hs Preface, 


part alfo appeare: And many alſo that heard 
me and tooke notes of what was delivered, cat 
yer reflifteas much. 


i. B,  1hearino thereof by many ſent hins this meſſae; 
1f it would pleaſe himto ſend the ſubſtance of the 
Confutation ( for 7 dare not relies opow report) ! 
would either reply or change mine opinion 'with 
thanks to-God for him; though for the preſent 1 
thought be failed in Indgement, Diſcretion, and 
Tn 2-H TE > 0Y ; 


T.G, © By whom M'. B. heard this I know not. If 
they told him ought that was: vatrue, the fau/s 

' Exod.23.1, Yya$'hot mine but ''rÞtirs; peraduenture'* his 
Falls ans 1% Mlfo; ih-being 9w2f#edblows in that which the 
dentculpent, quem party, whom he' made vſe of betweene himſelfe 
Fea 2 26gaf and me, could hate informed him to be other- 
quad Ws ſciant. Wiſe.--And 1 cantiot but wonder by the Way, 
Plaut.Iritum. 1.2. that M*. B, who here 'telleth his Reader that 


« Atque egomet Me 7. as as 
ade £m "ll ns Pe aareth not relie vpon reports, yet hath not 


ibidem iraho, 9u; doubred vpon bare report, (if any ſuch were) 
own 00s [3/5 eſpecially having ſince the fame beene betret 
_— 1. informed, to atiow peremptorily i» prent, that 
roga:o prevalet, Tconfuted him by Name in open Pulpit. * I heſe 


my RR things ſure doe not agree well together. If he 


2.ad Athin. c.1o. durſt not relie yponreportthen, how. dare he 
Detrabere an de- 0 Kd TW OE: | h | 

trahentem Ubentcr cudire, utrum by. damnabilins noz facile dixerim. Bern. de confod. lib. 3. 
Pari reatu detrabentes &+ audientes detinentur. Idem medit. cap. 4%. Samliter Culpabi- 
bs eft is qui detrabit , &+ qui detrabentens aud;t.' Idem mod. viv.c33- aque ſcile Hier. ad 
Neps:. Cave ne dut lngwamant aures prorientcs haheas, tae aut ipſe alsjs detrahas, aut decra- 
bentes audias, Nemo invito auditeri libenter refert. Diſcat detraCtor dun te videt non l:b:uter 
1:14:76, non failk detrabe}t,* 1 A oxrm mayy- td eye” 5 ora 


now 


with Anſwer to-it. 


now ſo far forth relie vpon it, as to auerre that 
7p print, which he could not haue but by report ? 
vnl:flc bis iudgement be altred fince concer- 
ning that point. 

But hearing indeed, it ſeemeth, that among 
other Arguments anſwer was giuen to thoſe alſo 
contained in his Dialogue; He ſhewed himſelfe. 
as I was informed, therewith to be much offen- 
ded, and ſent me word, that if I would let him 
haue in writing what I had delivered, it ſhould 
be anſwered. Whereupon I ſent him ſo much 


of it as concerned his Dialogue extratted out of 


the reſt. Which he promiſed to conlides of, 
and returne anſwer vnto, 

Yea, but in this buſlineſſe, M*, G. in MF.B. his 
opinion, hath failed much many waies, It he had 
th2n either rold me {o meeting me, as he did 
many times, or had ſentme ſuch word, I might 
then haue giuen him ſome ſatisfation therein, 
But let vs now at length heare,and others deter- 


mine, wherein. 


I. In Indaement : Becanſe thit Doctrine Was 
not drawne. from bis Text ; Except this be atudtct- 
ous deduction. 

Gentiles cait Lots in a mot ſerious matter : 
Therefore Chriitians may w/e Lotterie in Di- 
cing, Cardino, (7. 


I perceiue if MF. B. might have the framing 
of M", G'*, 4rguments, there would be very /in- 
alcious deduitions in them indeed. Burt if without 

B 3 any 


I. B, 


FT: G bl 


- 
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m Petr. Martyr i 
Ind.cap.14- 

n Yeu @av4p © 
F woes WEWN ers 
TH 7:77 wK 07h Tis 
Tm Tu wy 
e@g2.Y para , CTY 
6 AG) & tpei f6a- 
ms a 45410.Plat, 
ae repub. l. 10. Ct 
apud Plit. dc tran- 
gull. & conſcl. ad 
Apoilon. Sed &f S0- 
crates apud Stob. 
c.123.Tls7/6:4 nv 
$:1x47 6EIQ+ * x} 
Nt warep nov 
md Tny:gomwu 70 


ovCairey* vo 


&1y are Sev EE), 


«fs nadir + £7 


\[ngor. 

© Mags koneſius 
errcr eſt ſequi du- 
cC, Dumtulinſit, 
Ln. 

P Malo ezoch Pla- 
tone errare, quam 
cum iſtis vera ſca- 
tire. Cic. Toſcul.l.t. 


M.B. bu Preface, 
any ſuch iniadicions deduction, the Datflion of 
the Yſe of Lots in generall might well by occa- 
ſion of that Text be diſcuſſed, then is Mr. B. his 
deduttion nothing rudicious, trom thence taxing 
Mr. G. as failing in Iudgement, for taking occa- 
fion thereby to diſcuſle that 2ne/tion.But here. 
in Mr. B. dealeth with me ashe doth with Petey 
Martyr in his Dialogue ; where, becauſe ® Petey 
Martyr telateth in his diſcourſe entreating of 
Dice-play, how ® Plato compareth the Life of 
Mar thereunto, he denieth, yea and ſeriouſly 
confuteth this Con/equence, implying the ſame 
to be Peter Martyrs ; 

Plato compareth mans life to Table-play, 

Therefore Table-play us lawful. 

I will not here ſtand vpon the Ordinarie ples, 
that itis ® 0 great diſgrace for a man (a meane 
man, as my l{elfe eſpecially) ts goe aray with 
eat Guides, before he be informed (as my ſelfe 
neuer was till now) of their error. Nor will'I 
ſay, as one ſometime did (it was no warranta- 
ble ſaying) ? 7will chaſe rather to erre with ſuch, 
than to goe the right way with any other : as if it 
were ſafe, as ſome 1 Papr/isauow, toerre at all 
with any. But yet, conſidering the ordinarie 


Verum: hoc eſt Platonem Deum: ſacere : pront ipſe alibi de eodem ; Des ulle neſter Plato, Cic. ad 
Allic.l, 4.ep.15, Mclius ſantlinſque Ariſtot. ethic, 1.1. c, 6. A em owmeie Ja'T dAy- 
Stig x, Tet cnet avau;tiv, Apgoly nap" ornuy Ghaoir, Gmev aegnpar Þ daignrar, 
Vide & ilind ciufdem fertur; Amicus Plato : ſed mazis amica veritas. Sed & Plin. p. 8. 
L. 5. Honeſtrſſimum maiorum weſtieia ſequi, ſinoco refo umere proceſſerint. 4 Cum Paſtor 
ordinarits & aliquis alius qui predicat non wecatys contraria docent, debet omnind populus 
Paftorem ſunm potits ſequs quan tllium alterum qui 101 eft Paſtor, etiamſe forte contimgeret, 
-t Paſlor erraret. Bula m. de Cleric. 1c. 8, Yuaſs cums Cic, pro Baibo diceret,Viikus 


honcfla«ſque ills duce errare, quam boc magiſtro erudirt, 


pratiſe 


2 
tt 70» 


with Anſwer to ut. 
prattiſe of ſome* prencipal Diuines of our times, 
and ſuch as Mr. B. himſelfe (l am ſure) eſtee- 
meth for iudicious z .as allo treading in the 
track of ':wo Rewerend Prelates(belides others) 
in this very particular, who take occafton vpon 
the ſame Texc (though not ſo largely as I doe) 
to conlider of Lots in more general manner 
than concerneth the particular Zot in the Text 
mentioned,and to ſpeak the* one of them ſome- 
what of the Zuſorie Zot alſo now queſtioned ; 
I ſhall craue.leaue of Mr. B.to incline to their 
Tudgements herein rather than his, till he bring 
berter Reaſons for his Opinion than as yet he 
hath brought. Nor will Mr. B.euer be able 
to proue thateuery by-poin; handled by occa- 
ſion of a Text, muſt of neceſlitie be neceſſarily 
deduced euer from the words of the Text. How- 
ſocuer it be, it mattereth not much, lince ic nei- 
ther mendeth Mr. B. his cauſe, nor yet marreth 
mine in-the Point betweene vs-controuerted, 


2. 18 Diſcretion, Becauſe that Dottrine (though 
oceefioned by by Text, yet) ſo inſiited pon, incou- 
raveth Gameiters in their finfull courſe, and buil- 


dethup thaſe Abuſes,which the Lawes of our Land 


would pull downe. 


The Charze, you ſee, riſeth, From a groſſe 
fa'ling in Tudgement to a fouler faulting in Di/- 
cretion, ifall that Mr. B. here auerreth, be true. 
Burt whether my diſcourſe doth,cicher znconrage 


Gameiters unto any ſinfull courſe; (valefleto vie 
| any. 


7 


r Peter Marty, 
Dr Ht b'takers, 
Alv. Perkins, 
and others. 

AN ego wvercar ne 

menu ſatts deceat, 

quad ills dacuit ? 

Plin.ep.z.l.5. 

{ The now Lord 

Archbuhop of 

Canterbury; and 

the late L.b1thop 

of London. 

© B. Kg on lon. | 

lift. 9. 


[. B. 


T. G. 
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4 Call t2his titr, 48 
quod deferi , 197 
provat, Reg. (tir. 


I: B. 


T.G. 


« Idco impertciam 
rofiters ſolerns, 
wt ralitie ſu{l1c- 
ONE VIEWS. HC 
r0R.8dV.ErT87 LOAN. 
Hier oo! 


y A diviſts ad c0- 
Juiftanulla eſbcon- 


ſec.cuio, Aniſtot. 


ſoph. elench.l.2,c.3. 


M. PB. hu Preface, 
any Lot in Game be a ſinfull courſe, which MF, B. 
muſt not yettake for granted) or 6#ild vp ſuch 
Abuſes as our Lawes would pail downe; | appeale 
to the Booke it (elfe ; let MF. B. either ſhew ſo 
much our of it, orelſe his ® Charge here is but a 
meere Calumnie. 
But of this more hereafter. 


2. In Charitie : Becanſe he confuteth me by 
Name {( a5 1 was certified) not haning bad any con- 


ference with me either by ſpeech, or by writing, 


thoweh 1 be his Neighbour Minijter. 


The heauieſt Charge commeth laſt. A breach 
of Charitze at leaſt. To faile in 1uagement or 
Diſcretion,may argue ſome weaknelſle of braine; 
to faile in Charizze argueth * much more, an 
euill minde. But let MF, B*. words here and 
elſe-where be well weighed, and peraduenture 
they will giue ouer-much ground of ſuſpition 
of ſome want of that in him, that he chargeth 
me here to haue failed in. MF, G. faith he, fai- 
led in Charitie, becauſe he confuteth me by Name, 
as 1 was certified, hauing had no _ with 
me by ſpeech or writing, though 1be hu neighbour 
Miniiter. Not to inliit much on by-matters ; 
that MF. D. is my neighbour Mimiter, 1s more 
than euer I heard before : that he is ? my neigh- 
bor and a Minifter, it may well be; yer it is 
more than I knew, when I dealt in this point ; 
nor doe I yet xnow, where his place of abode 
15, {auethat himſelte ot late hath cold me, that 1 

goe 


with Anſwer to it, 
goe oft by his doore ; and ſo he may be termed 


my wcighbour, yetin no very ſtriQ ſenſe, as any 
other 1nhabitant in the Borough of Southwarke 


may. Burt tolet that paſle, if Mr.B.his meaning 


be that I confuted him by name in the Pulpit.as he 
charged meat firſt, and which I vtterly denie; 
how will it ſtand with Charitie or Conſcience 
vpon a bare report, which he ſaith elſe-where 
he dareth not relie on, and that aſter better infor- 
mation acknowledged 'to haue beene giuen 
him, yer ſtill ſo oft, and ſo peremptorily to 
charge me therewith,and with breach of Charitic 
therein? If his meaning be that I haue ſince 
that confuted , and doe (the * letter of my 
Booke tili abiding) by name confute him, not 
i'm the Pulpit, but in print, becauſe he faith in the 
preſent tenſe, he confuteth me by name, I denie it 
not, nor doe I hold it any breach of Charitie ſo 
to doe. His Booke is abroad vnder his Name, 
as well as mine is vnder mine: Nor is it any 
more 4 breach of Charitie for me by Name (0 to 
confute him in the one, than it was in bim &y 
Name to controll and oppoſe Petey Martyr in 
the other. But neither could this be any ground 
for M-. B. then to iudge me guilty of vnchari- 
rableneſle, when as yet it was nor; nor could 
any certifie him then of it, vnleſle they knew 
more of my minde then, than I my ſelfe did ; 
' Nor was it done before I had dealc with Mr. B, 
by writing, as himſelfe in the next paſſage tree- 
ly acknowledgeth. M-. B*. words therefore 
hang but vahandſomly together, when he 

> _ 4 ſaith, 


: Vox audite p2- 
rit : litera ſeripta 
mantel. 
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MB. hi Preface_, 


ſaith, he thought I failed in Charitie, becau'e Icon- 


* Iliic wih! aliad fare himby Name, as be was certified, &c. His 


diffabat animus, 

altud ſrribehat ca- 
lamius. Eraſ1 ep ſt. 
8d Ludyv. to Ul. 


I 9, 


LB, 


T. G, 


minde and his pen, or both, and the knowne 
truth, it may be feared, * had ſome ſtruglingto- 
gether, when he wrote thus. 


ell; Mr. G. ſent mehris Anſwer ts my Dia- 
lopue. 1 acknowledee it with hearty thinks. But 
why hane 1 not replied tm ſo many yeeres? 1 an- 


ſwer : Sat cito, [1 ſat bene. To ſpeake freely; 1 


thinke 1 ſhould neuer haue replied, in hope that the 
Oueition would haue died, had nos Mr. G. confu- 
ted my Dialogue mm Print. But now, the rather, be- 
ins prouoked by many learned Miniſters and other, 
who tell me, that ſeeing of all thoſe whom M-. G. 
confuteth, viz. Peter Martyr, Zwinglius, Cart- 
wright, Danzus, Perkins, Fenner, gc. 7 onely 
live, 1 ought to reply, left my ſilence ſhould ginc- 
way to impious iniquitie ; 1 am ready to performe 
wsy promiſe in replying. Which indeed 7 could not 
haue done ſo conuentently before, becauſe the an- 


ſwer, which MF. G. ſent me, had not the poſitius 


grounds of his Opinion, which the printed booke 
hath. 


True it is, I was not daintie to delwer M*.B. 
an Anſwer to the whole Ssbſtance of his Dia- 
{ogne, bur vpon promiſe returned me firſt from 
M-. B.that in defence of his owne Arguments 
he would reply thereupon. Which himſelfe 
alſo, afcer long delay,being vrged either to doe 


or tred-liuer it, did by word of mouth my 
elfe 


with Anſwer to it. 


ſelfe againe oblige himſelfe either to doe or to 
yeeld the truth; for ſo his words both times 
were, But after a yeere or twoes ftay longer, 
when nothing would be returned, and I was by 
divers informed, how I was in meetings oft 
traduced and backbited, mine zztentions (can- 
ned, my po/itzons taxed, ſome as ſenſieſ/e, ſome 
as impious, diuers aſſertions faſtned on me, thar 


I neucr deliuered, diuers of choſe ® depraued  . zivit ef, Sin 


that were deliuered, and thac M*, B. himſelfe /2='* narrando poſe 
ſt depravarier.Ter, 


Pharm.4 4. 


among others was not ſparing herein: I con- 


deſcended at length to the importunitie of 


thoſe (yer hauing had the whole worke viewed 
and reviewed fir{t by diuers, as well 7eligiozs as 
iudicious Diuines, and hauing by writing dealc 
with dwers others of contrary Iudgement,) 
that had prefled me to the printing of ir. 

Now why M-.B.did notall that while reply 
vpon mine Anſwer, which he was ſo inſtant to 
haue, he rendreth two Reaſons; in my minde 
very weake ones. 

i. He hoped, it would haue died. And how 
was that likely, when his ChaHenge had reuiued 
it; and that bruited abroad, a Replie was expe- 
Qed. Bur his former Dialogue belike was 
enough to daſh all that either had beene or 
could be ſaid wichout further Reply. 

2. The writing 1 ſent him, had not my poſitine 
grounds. As if his owne Arguments, had they 
beene eff:Quall, could not withoutchem haue 
beene ſufficiently defended. 


Why now at length he doth it, he hath :o 
C 2 Grounds 


II 
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* Mr. G. main- 
taineth no more 
c&cerning Cards 
and Tables, than 
Peter Martyr, Da- 
283, and Perkins 
Joe. 


M.B. hu Preface, 
Grounds likewiſe , but thoſe ſuggeſted to him 
from others , as the former were from him- 
ſelte. 

1. Becauſe he onely lineth of all thoſe whom. 
AMr.G.refateth. Where in the Catalogue of thoſe 
whom he ſaith I refute, he reckoneth ſome, as 
Zwinelins, whom 1 refute not at all, as not 
knowing certainly what they held, ſome thar 
himſelfe refuteth as well as I doe, and thar al- 
low Cards and Tables as not {imply vnlawtull, 
as Peter Martyr, Danes, and Perkins ; that ſo 
both I might ſceme veterly to diſſent from 
them concerningthe lawfulnes of thoſe Games, 
whereas © I maintaine no more concerning 
the lawfulnefſe ofthem in themſelues than they 
doe, (though in our grounds, I confefle, wee 
differ) and that himſelfe might ſceme, as the laſt 
man aliue amongſt them, ro ſtand vpin the de- 
fence of them, when as indeed he oppoſeth 
and impugneth them, and theſe Gamwes,by them 
not vtterly diſallowed. 

2. Leitbyhis ſilence he ſhould gine way to in- 
pros iniquitic. Here 1s againe terrible imputa- 
tions. They were before in the prinatiue ; Want 
of Indgement, want of Diſcretion, want of Cha- 
rite ; in the manner of my dealing. They come 
now in the poſitine : 1m1pious Iniquitie ; Not 1n:- 
quitie alone, but 7mpretie and Iniquitie, the 
breach of both Tables, combined in one:where, 
thinke we, but in the »watter of my diſcourſe? 
Surely, if ſuch pious Iniquitie be maintained 
by me in this Argument, I beſhrew Mr. B. for 
phe ES: tw ſparing 


with Anſwer to it. 


{paring his per, when he might by diſcoueric of 
it in his reply haue preuented the printing of 


it: And little cauſe I haue to thanke thoſe my 
friends before ſpoken of,that hauing had many 
the view of it before it came forth, would nor 
any of them doe me the fauour to aduertiſe me 
thereof. But © affe&ion peraduenture might 
ouerſway indeement in them. And © an Aduer- 
ſarie many times is ſharper-ſighted then a Friend. 
Meane while rememdber,I pray thee,good Rea- 
der, that there is * nothing eaſter than to charge 
and accuſe : all the $kill is, which Mr. B. mutt 


looke to, to make good. 
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Before 1 proceed, 1 protei? before God, that 1 
efleeme MF. G. as alearned, painfull, aud faithful 
Miniiter, and a right honeſt man ; and therefore_» 
pray thee ( Chriſtian Reader ) that whatſocucy 7 
write may be conſidered as concerning the 2uc- 
[lion betweene ws, and not tn any wiſe applied to 
the lea#t preindice of ſo reverend a Brother, or to 
any of his excellent parts. 


If M*. Bs. purpoſe were to deale onely 
with the Q«eſf:on in controuerlie , why run- 
neth he our into 5 ſuch by-matiers, as make 
nothing at all thereunto ? Why doth he labour 


ſo much to caſt ſuch aſperlions, to procure 
pretuaice, 
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hk Taar > © ® prejudice,as well vpon my manner of my dea- 
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i Videas premittt 
altaſuſpiita, ſicgue 


quadam cum vra- 


ling, as on the matter that [ deale in ? Or what 
is this but as if one ſhould caſt filth and durc 
openly ina mans face, and yet beare the ſtan- 


* ders by in hand, that he did it not to diſgrace 


him? But proceed we. 


So excellent that I wonder what moned him to 


publiſh his Opinion tn print ; and the more becauſe 


of many paſſages in his Booke. 


Me thinks I heare ſome of thole here, that 
: Bernard ſpeaketh of, who when they deſire 
moſt ro diſgrace a man, begin firſt to tell of his 


vitate & terdtate good parts, and how much it grieueth them thar 


meſlo vultu,demiſ- 


fs ſupercltſs, & 


Voce plangentiegre- 


di malediftionem, 
& quidem tanto 


plauſebilire,quants 


creditur ab his qui 
audiunt, corde 1n- 
wvito & condolentis 
affeiu proferri.Do- 
leo , inquit , vehes 
menter de eo, quia 
diltgo liam ſalts. 
Grande dan;num : 
mam alias quiaem 
mn pluribus Talct : 
cetera m hac par- 
te excuſars 2un po- 
teft. Bern. in Cant, 
24 


one etherwiſe ſo well qualified, ſhould be fo 


far oner-ſeene. Butto ler that palle. 


M*.B. here wondreth what ſhould moue me to 
pat mine opinion (not relating what it is) /w print. 
As it ſome zew op:nios were now broached by 
me that either had neuer beene heard of, or ne- 
uer publiſhed before. Whereas he cannot be 
ignorant,that both the Opinion held by me con- 
cerning the lawfulneſ/s of a Iuſorious Lot in ge- 
nerall, is, and hath euer beene (for ought that 
can be ſhewed tothe contrary) more generally 
receiued than that that he holdeth, and hath 
beene ix print maintained by others before me; 
yea concerning Cards and Tables, (which I deale 
with principally, in regard of the Zot in them, 
defending them onely as net in that regard 


vnlawfull) that they were is print defenaed by 
ſome 


with Anſwer to tt. 


fore | was borne, or he cither. 

I might wonder rather that M*.B. ſhould 
thinke either himſelte or any other now adayes 
ſo priuiledged, that they might take libertie ro 
themſelues to publiſh zew concetts in Print,con- 
trary to what is and hath beene generally recei- 
ued, and yet thinke much that any other 7 
Print {ſhould oppole them. 

But many paſſages in my Booke ſhew that I 
ought not ſo to haue done, 


Fir, He taketh knowledge of many enormious 
Crimes,which accompanie Dice,Cards,e3c.p.1 93. 
and in the quotations. 

Secondly, He gineth this Rule, That that ,which 
zs no neceſ/arie dutie, but 4 thing mnaifferent onely 
otherwiſe, may not be done, where & ſtrong pre- 
ſumption opon good gronnd, that it ſhall ſpiritually 
endanger a mans ſclfe,or others, by gining oceafion 
of fin wnto the one or the other, p. 107,108,109. 

If many and grieuous ſins attend Dice, Cards, 
eve. If thoſe games ve tro too commonly abuſed, 
as he confeſſeth, p. 194. and if an indifferent thing 
may nos be done which giucth occaſion of ſinne : 
I wonder why M*. G. writcth in defence of Dice, 
(7c. And the more becauſe he granteth that where 
the w/e and abuſe of a thing are ſo enwrapped and 
entangled together,that they cannot eaſily be ſenered 
the one from the other, thenthe we of the thing it 
ſelfe (if it be ouneceſſarie otherwiſe) would Ry 
wholly abandoned,p.262,263. 


Here 
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x ſome of thoſe that himſelte mentioneth, be- * Peter Maryr,ac 
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M.B. hu Preface_, 

Here is the ſumme of M*. B*, Argument, 
Mr. G. taketh notice that many enormous Crimes 
oft ( for ſo I ſay onely) accompanie Cards and 
Dzce : and they are by many too commonly abuſed : 
and he granteth further , that things indifferent 
249 not be done when they gine occaſion of enill : 
and that where the wſe of a thing and the abuſe of it 
are ſo entaneled together, that they cannot eaſily be 
[enered, the thing being onneceſſarie,would wholly 
be abandoned. Therefore Mr. G. ought wot tohaue 
delinered bis Opinion, that a Lot wſedin game i« 
not ſimply unlawfull ; and that it is not the Lot ei- 
ther in theſe games or in any other (for itis vied in 
many beſides theſe ) b#t ſuch abuſes attending 
them, when they are not, or cannot well be ſenered 
from themthat makes them euill or unlawfall.For 
this is my maine opinion giuen of them. Or ra- 
ther, if you will haue the truth of it ; Therefore 
Mr, G. ought not to hawe contraditFed M. B, hi 
opinion, that no Let in game « lawfull. 

Hee might hane added, what * I adde, that 
thoſe exils attend other Games wherein no Lot is, 
45 well as thoſe wherein it 5: And that i not 
the Lot therefore from whence they ariſe: and that 
theſe and the abuſe may eafily be ſeuered by thoſe 
that be well affeiFed, as well in theſe Games as in 
any other. And I might adde, that Martyr, Da- 
n+, yeaand® Calutn himſelf,chough they ſaw 
all chat he faith I ſay, yet durſt not paſſe ſuch 
a ſentence on them as Mr. B. hath done. But 
what force is in the Conſequepce, let any indifte- 


Thirdly, 


. rent man indge, 


with Anſwer to it. 


Thirdly, He ſheweth in mayy pages, how ſe- 
uerely Tables, but eſpectally Dice, be condemned by 
Lawes Ciuill, Canonical, ana Municipall, that 1s, 
our Enolijh Statutes, 2s he ſheweth at laroe, Lib.8. 
F. 5. 8. le wiſheth the Lawes were yet more /c- 
were, and put inbetter execition, þ, 296. He ſaith, 
that eur commen dicers muy be raarſhalled amons 
the flocke of the Demils followers, p,217. He 
atfirmeth mot rifelings and Lotteries to be little 
veiicr than wunlawfull Games, p. 120. And he_- 
teac'reth that by theſe Eames we muſt not gine- 
offence tothe Lawes under which we line, p.2 5 :. 
Now ! wonder that ſo good a man is not afraid to 
offend our Law by allowing forbidden Gamescuen 
Dice,as well as Cards ec. which conſt not only of 


Lottere. 


To all this, that is indeed nothing but a deale 
of duſt and ſmoke raiſed to daſle mens eyes, 
that they may nor diſcerne what the point in 
Controuerſie is, 1 haue already in my Ds/courſe 
of Lots ® anfwered at large. Anditis a friuo- 
lous courſe for M-.B. to produce it here,pathng 
dry-foot by the Anſwer that is thereunto there 
21uen. 

T hither therefore [ might iuſtly ſend Mr. B, 
for an «»/wer. But I anſwer here again in tew 
'7ords. 

:, Our Zawes doe not limply orgenerally 
condemae or forbid Cards or Dzce, Lut to iome 
onely, vied in ſome manner, aad ai !-: 
times, 
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2. Itis notinregard of any ſuch /uper/{ittioms 
conceis of the unlawfulneſſe of a Lot1n them, as 
M-.B. maintaineth,that cicher ours or any other 
Lawes condemne or inhibice them. 

3- It is a grolle fallhood that I-offexd our 
Lawes by allowing any Games that are thereby for- 
bidden,lo tar torth-as the Law forbiddeth them. 
Mine owne words by. M-. B. himſelfe produ- 
cedcleare methereof : And iris too palpable a 
Calumnie to charge me therewith. If. a man 
ſhould defend the lawfulneſſe in themſelues of 
bowling coiting and logeting againſt ſome fantaſti- 
call irit-that ſhould queſtion the ſame, ( as 
® there is nothing almoſt ſo ab/#rd but ſome.or 
other haue held) would any man, thinke we, be 
either ſo malitiqus or ſo ſenſlefle, as to tax him 
for the ſame as offending our Lawes; becauſe in - 
the ſame LZawes..thefe are alſo prohibited, 
though there beno Zotinthem, euen as ſtritly 
as thoſe other are ? Or werehe a ##u/7ifier there- 
fore of the abuſes accompanying the ſame, that 
ſhould defend rhem as 7». themſelues nat. va- 
lawful e.. 


Patriarche,ut ſ'ieTertull. preſeript que portenta dogma'i protulerunt ? Nec nuptias coxtra- 
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4. Iwillnotanſwer M*.B. here as the Phj- 
loſopher did one,that telling idle tories, was ſtill 
asking,? 75 it not a wonder ?4.1t is awonder,quoth 
he, rather that any man can endure to heare thee 
thus trifle. But I wonder that M*.B. (ince he 
deemeth it ſo fearefull athing to be faulty here- 
in, is not afraid himſelfe to rn: onr Lawes, | 
might ſay,by faſtning vpon them or the makers 
of them ſuch /aperſtiizous conceits concerning 
thewſe of 4 Lot, as] verily:thinke M*. B. him- 
{c]fe cannot imagine, cuer entred into their 
braiges; as ſuppoſing that theſe Zawes were 
framed ypon. ſuch Grouwds. as his Booke is built 
vpon: but I ſay rather, by condemning that 
that they allow and approue of,and that not in 
the meaner ſort, but in thoſe of beſt faſhion, 
that ſhould be examples vnto others, and 1 
mighrt.adde, at ſuch times, when,ifat one time 
morethan other, they ought to be moſt religi- 
ous ofany. M*.B. therefore if he doe well re« 
member himſelfe, may turne his wonderment 
here from meto himſelfe. 

Laftly, though I grant that common Dicers 
may well be ranked among the Deuils followers, 
yet followeth it not that all ſe of a Dze is there- 
fore to be condemned; no morethan it will fol- 
low that becauſe Taxerne-haunters may well goe 
in the ſamerankewith ſuch, therefore all reſort 
to any Taverue'on any occalion whatſoeuer is to 


be vtterly diſallowed. 


Here I hae occaſion to thinke, that Imay haze 
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ſome more comfort in mine 02mton, than 


M.B. bs Preface, 


200” 
car iaue tn bis. For he pameth famous, = el 
and aodly men concurring with me in (pinion But 
14 the muli:tude of his quotations, 1 finde none_ 
apyroumm? Dice tn play, And whereas ſome lear- 
ned Diuines, in ſome ſort, allow Games confi ting 
of Lot and wit, but altogether condemne Dice, 
1", G. defendeth mine Opinion, diſapproute a 
mixt, a5 welt as a meere Lot, becauſe, as he ſaith, a 
true Lot is incither,p. 126.4nd he deemeth then. 
to be ami(ſe, who allow Lots in Game, and yet adde 
for a Caution, that religtouſneſſe be wſed in the_ 


action, in regard that holy things muſt be aone its 
hoty manner. 


1. Howany man may haue ſound comfort 
:n any error, be it what it will,is more than [am 
aware of »fncerhar every error is vaſound and 
contrary to ruth. nor can I [ſee theretore how 
that ſhould miniſter any /ound or trae comfort, 
247 hath no ſoupdre{e nor truth itlelte. Some 
* excuſe raere may be tor It, but {mall comfort 
in ir, when a man Together with ſome great 
ones goeth out of rhe way. MF, B. theretore 
malt tir{t be atlyred ot the truth of what he hoj- 
derth; beforehe can trom his c-mmpany haue any 
true comfort of it, I he rather {ince that by his 
owne contefſion, 1 he ought not to teach. an wn- 
truth, though it were to Gods glory: and what 
comfort can he haue of doing that, that ought 

not by him to bedone ? 
2, Ihe Rea/onproduced by-him (ſuppoling 
all 


191th Anſwer to t. * * , 


+1 hz ialth) 15 a very weake on?, and ſuch as 7 
GOUT NOK bur he himlelfe would bane waivey, 
had he beene of the firſt that had, queſlione:; 
ſome things yet in controucrlic with vs. 

. Many famous, learned and c04ly concurrins 
with MF. B. I name nor, becauſe I know nog: 
many ; howbeir indeed all I know, ! name. An! 
for choſe that concurre with me in the tultilica- 
tion of 4 Zot vied in Game; I made no ſpeciall 
or particular relation of them,not becauſe none 
ſuch were, for there are diuers, but becauſc 1 
was not ſo much to deale with them that con- 
curred, as with thoſe that eicher did indeed, o: 
might ſceme ro oppole. Ot which number 7 
was religious notto mille or omit any one that 
I could light vpon, whom [ tound ought i: 1: 
that effec. 

4. Albeit it be not much materiall what !:; 
mane Authotiries are on either tide ; linge ru 
neither the * Faith ef Cirift, nor the Truth o 5 5 Neg, 
God arc to be held with rejpect of perſons: Cor IG 
fince that vl. B, would leeme heretn ac ie:tt ts; - 
rehe ſocnewhat thereavony and would make - ot we 
what | maintains 0416 us, or [luſpitious at leak, 
by tne nakxedinelic uf it, and Ne wilt Of fanny, 
learned and g0uy CONCUring 12 1, ſuch 5s he 
glo:icth here to pays CONCurring With Bin: wt 
me 2 litile, £904 Keader, 1atreat thy pat;eiice, 
which M-. B. eniorceth me, I niigac avcli lay, 
to abuſe, I muli nceds (ay, toderaine with 1,12 
pertinent diſcon;ſe ali tis while mach agus 
mine 0owne will, while, tO remyue Us 1mpura- 
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 M.B. bu Preface. 


tion, I runne out a little further in relating the 
Opinions of others on either (ide, and in clearing 
the ſtate of the Q ve/#ton in Controverſie,which 
M-*.B. to procure the more diſtaſte to his oppo- 
nents,(as the manner is of thoſe tnat maintainea 
weake cauſe, *© willing rather to faſten vpon any 
by-matter, that may breed ſome iealouſte of the 
aduerſe partie, than to keepe cloſeto the point 
it ſelfe) propoundeth ſtill i hypotheſi, in #nc_ 


particular that he knoweth to be much abuſed, 


when the 2ue/tiow indeedis a great deale more 
oenerall. 

The Queſtion therefore is not betweene M*. 
B. and me, whether Dzce-play, which ſo oft he 
hath vp, that he might traduce meeasa main- 
tainer ofit, as it is ouer-frequently vſcd orabu- 
{ed rather, is allowable or no z but whetherany 
Lot atall inthe largeſt ſenſe taken, vſed in game, 
or to ſpeakeas himſelfe doth in the very Title 
of his Boske, whether any Game at all con/iſting 
in chance, be allowable. So that Mr. B. it hee 
pleaſe, may put the 2nrſtron as well of Even 
ayd 04,or of Beſt by truſ?, or of Heads and Points, 
or of Croſſe and Pile,as of Dice ; and of Shuffling 
of Arrowes Hind-fold or behind amans backe, or 
of Caſting Bowles together out of ſome onemans lap 
or armes to decide or ſortwho ſhall fide, as of 
Cards & Tables, which come here into diſquili- 
tiononly ,in regard that « Zoteither is,or is dee- 
medto bein them. AndTI marnell why M*.B.as 
he peremptorily codemneth Cards & Tables, & 
requireth an vtter necellary abolition. of. hw, 

dot 


with Anſwer to it. 


doth not withall alſo very ſeriouſly and ſe- 
uerely enioine all Parents to reftraine and vtrer- 
ly inhibir their Children from playing at Cock. 
all, and Croſſe and Pile, and Euen and 0d, and 
Heads (4 Points, conlidering that theſe are Z ottc- 
ries likewiſe or Games conſiſting of chance as well 
as thoſe are; and there is 7»p1oms iniquity there- 
fore (to vie M*, Bs, tragicall tearmes) by his 
Grounds, as well inthe one as in the other. Bur 
it would peraduenture haue beene ſomewhac 
r00 ridiculous.if he ſhould ſo haue done. 
Butto leaue that, in their 1udpement concer- 
ning ſuch Games, there is the more ſeeming dit- 
ference among. Diuines and others, becaule 
® they doe not generally agree about the Defi- 
zition of a Lot, in regard -whereof alſo itis oft- 
times vncertaine whether they doe allow a Zo: 


2 See my booke 
of Lots.ch.6. {ca.z. 
P, 126, 


in Game or no, taken inthat large extent of (1g- - 


nification that .MF. B. and I vnderſtand it. 
Whereas therefore the Games controuerted 
are of two- forts, ſome depending . wholly 
vpon Caſualty, and ſome but in part onely; 
> ſome hold a Zot in both, and therefore vtterly 
condemne either; © ſome. hold a Zzg in the 
former, but not in the latter,and therefore allow 
thoſe, but difallow theſe, ſore-4 hold a Lot in 
neither,and therefore allow either; © ſome hold 
a Zot in both, and yet allow- either. Now 
inthe generall Concluſion thus laid downe, it is 
true that MF, B. goeth with the firft, and I with 
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M.®. bi Preface, 


2urre in part with the former, wholly and fully 
ith the latter, whereas M. B. diflenteth wholly 
and tuily from both. 
Thore concurre therefore with me in allow- 
ance of che Games of both ſorts, Firſt. Our moſt 
pigh 214 rightie Seneratene himileite * Ko 
Limes, tor his :ingularJcarning and 1udgement 
admired as well abroad as at home, and whoſe 
oi. rherefore may well in a far greater contro- 
u2rlie beare weight. Secondly, the right Rene- 
read re fate 8 Lord Biſhop of London : yea and 
thirdly ® 24, Caluzne himſelte, who would not 
he Cich ,vtterly condemne C ards and Dzce,were it 
10t forthe ordinary absſe of them. 
 Inallowatice of the latter there concurre a- 


- gaine with me, * Biſhgp Babington, * Peter Mar- 


thr, | Dane, ” Perkins. All whom, as well 
the latteras the former, yea the latter more ſpe- 
cially, M*.B .oppoſerh: : M". Fenner only, M*.B=. 
tcacker, (for ſo ® tinGifracknowielpok him) 
for ought I know, {nor doe I name any other, 
| OW locuer M, B. fay* 1 name famoms, learned and 
20ly ren, concurrino with him in opinion) there- 
- cleerely or directly paſhng ſentence on his 
1de. 

Nor helpeth it M*. B. that I grant, wil- 
ng mgenuoufly to imbrace and acknowledge 
* whatſoever light of truth I can from any fide 

diſcerneto diſcouerir (elte, thatthe grounds that 
of them haue laid being duly confidered, 


? 
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"UL * 3% well 39aimſt rhe one ſort of Games, 
1 yer they "defend, is againft- the other, 
WhiC!1 


. 
þ 
: 


wah Huſiper to it, 
which tbey diſallow. For their 1ndgemgnt'isto 
be framed bywhar they conceiued. and, appre- 
hended, =- doe themſclucs direRly. declare 
and deliver vnto vs, not by what may beby ys 
deduced, though neuer fo neceſſarily it follow 
(being more: $han they ſaw: or were aware 
of,) from any. other poſitron.Qr concluſion of 
theirs. 
Schoglemen or other ſuch writers of former 
ries Inawe potnows though I.might many; 
and haue dane {ome alyferin-fly. *. Booke; 


cauſe M*.B.would peraduentyre excens Pt: 
them.- As for the Ancients indeed little is to be 


found of this Goncrexerſe in them; becauſe the 
exception taken; againſt rhem for the & 

pon caſualite is i Em RAE ME \Neer 
heard of till of ate. And for Diwines RNong 
x8, | doubtnagburafar grooeer numbe! 
Reverend Exebrewin the Miniferie There 
about 5he Citze, (9-806 No. nk abroag,. yea 
even of thoſe thar Mr, B. w elfe canoorbu 
elteemergvercotly of, doe diſlens from M*.B 
than congurre in, —__ Sk him, in the 
cond ' all. Latterie whatlocuer vic in 
diſport 3, 8, becauſe ſome of them may vnder- 
ſand: 4grtere atherwiſe yin, he Kt doe, in 


condemning al Jiebs 6nd u{erions tions th 
elher yur) 06 a0652f a pad yon Caſual. 


 Fourghly, He granteth tht Prayer (becially ap- 
Plied reibe bat may be canceined, ore matter 
& ore: WAG >; eng ue ene of [omee conſe- 


quence, 


3 be- p Chap.3.ſcR, 
2, 
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M.B. ha Preface, 


quence, p.91. And yet he boldeth, that the eſſe 
weighty the matter i, wherein a Lot i wſed, the_ 
lawfuller the Lot is,p.111. The reaſon why 1 won- 
der at this paſſage, ſhall be given in my Reply, 


MF. B. thould haue done well then to hane 
forborne to trouble both himſelfe and: vs with 
telling vs of this his wonderment, till he meant 
to giue vsa reaſon of it. For I ſuppoſe hardly 
any man liuing beſide himſelfe can giieſſe whar 
the, 4nd'ee, hetefhould -intimare,till he further 
explaine himfclte, 


The lyft paſſage #ow to be obſerned «a matter 
of my wondring, « this. Notwithſtanding , he. 


confillently affirmeth that we may not doe ought 


without warrant, p.'301. ſufficiently confirmeth 
the Jamee ; breauſe ſach an att is not done of Faith, 
and thirefere not free from finne, Rom. 14.2.3: but 
i ameere preſumption, and tempting of God, pag. 


F J. C7 quot. *. (5b. and earneitlyreproueth one 


-_ ' Lotterie (why not all againit which the» 


[ame reaſon is of Uike walzaitie ? ') ' vecauſe mot 
"found reatulcd in any wordef God, bit brought in 


either by Sataw, or by ſome of bis Inſtraments, who 
are ddtlicted towanitie,p. Shi 5. 316. and yet he 
i 


ent "Waf ant for the 


ofe- of Los, iu tha the oppmoneys,\ 


inthciorus « 4 8hofter toth not ob- 


Jo tÞYs diſerepiante 7 Lottery las fall, if nat 
warranicd. 


reg, 


648 ſay nothing again#f them, but what yy beene, 
"or maybe} Tail anſrered, pad.275: ' May 7 
noi womferthat [0 in 


F*- 
. 
- 


* 
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ir; (for jtis Propoungeh 


with Anſwer to it. 


warranted by the word; which peſition ſuppoſeth 
the word to be perfet?, as is the Author thereof ; 
and ſecondly Lotterie is lawfull, If learned men 
can ſay nas (5 out of the word apain# it. Which 
pofiview ſuppeſeth two things, wiF that the word i 
like the Lawes of Men, that w,mperfetF, as be the 
Authers thereof : and, that learned men cannot ſo 
faile tm diligence of reading, cleareneſſe of under- 
ftanding,and firmneſſe of memerie but that jfthere 
were in the word any thing aginit Lotterie, they 


could not but ſceit. 


1. I feare there will not want thoſe that will 
* ſtrongly ſuſþett that ſome ſpeeches of Mr. Bs. 
here proceed rather from ſpleane and pal G- 
gainſt M". G. than from Joue to aby truth ſup- 
poſed to be oppoſed by him; and that with 
much better colour, than M*. B. can deduce 
that which he here chargeth me with from any 
words of mine here alledged. For what one 
title of all that M-. B. alledgeth here out of wy 
Booke, intimateth any ſuch thing as is here by 
MF, B. thence deduced, to wit, {4s the werd of 
God is imperfeit. Asit that which there is necching 
in Gods word against it, were not warranted by the 
word : or the word muſt needs be imper/ect if 
this be held /#f/icient warrant for an aRion,that 
there. is #othing .in. Gods, word againi# it. Fort 
thence muſt this hainous Charge. be inferred, if 
from. any part of my Poſitionarall, Which 2o- 
ſition, or. whatſoeugr elle M-.B. pleaſethto ſtile 
by 5 Ojo matter 
0 


4 2 


T. 6. 
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nemo potefi,qui ſu- 
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ALB. by Prefate, 

of conſideration,not as a peremptory poſition, )he 
{hould haue done well ro haue related all out in 
mine owne words, which are theſe; 7: uy b2 
thoazht 4 ſufficient wirrant for the ſe of theſe 
Lots, in that the oppuaners of then) being men ſo 
learntd, ani ſo well read in Gods word, can ſy no- 
thint azainit them, but that either hath beene or 
may be ſafficithly anſwered by others. Which 
words are there ſpoken, not as preſuppoſing 
that leatned meti'canniot faile in reading,vnder- 
ſtanding, and remembrance, but as very proba- 
bly preſuming that men learned & well read in 
the word,bending theit mittdes and ſtudies thar 
way, thight and (honld ar length finde out ſuch 
a ſprtinll 7nſtitution and conſecration of Loiterie 
in getierall to be a dinive ſentence and a#t holy 
Oracle, that might nor lightly theretore be dealt 
with, if ir wete any where to be found. And 
that the contraty iſſue of their diligent ſeateh 
and induſtrious: oppoſition producing nothing 
bur what had beene or mighteaſily be anſwe- 
red, might ſeeme ſufficient to produce ſuch #« 
piordll tertainty as in civil Atfions the Caſuiſts 
dot ordinarily tequire. But I referte my ſelfe 
and Mr, B<.\ dealing herein to the iudpertnent 
of any viiþartiall partie vpdri due view of the 

place it felfe. ER oo 
' 2, Howbeit to'flay M*.' BY wohderriithit 
fomewhat, that he may ndtmmaktme an 09/6. 
Acting alone z* 28 1uio buſh by my felfe : at ledft 
to ſet him'vpi _— to wonder at agwell 'as 
cle rae Hie Worlſd har, fhr 
od elle 


with Anſwer to it. 

elſe he could not but ſee, when he found him 
ficting together in the ſame buf with mee. 
Mr. Bradſhaw (a man well knowne to M, B, 
while he liued , and one that it would be no 
diſparagement to Mr, B. I ſuppoſe, it I ſhould 
ſay he were as judicious a man as himſelte,)in 
his A#/iver to 1#hnſ04 the Separati;?,vſeth theſe 
words, * Thus s a ſufficient inſtification of our 
Miniſterie, that ſuch malitious Aanerſaries there- 
of, who would ſeeme ſo expert in the Scripture, 
are no better able by Scripture to [roue their un- 
chriſtian accuſatiow. Here is * a more peremp- 
torie allertion than mine 1s by much, and that 
in 2 matter, I wiſle, of much more weight. 1: 
#5 ſufficient, ſaich he it may be thought ſo, (ay I : 
that men. that world ſeeme ſo expert in the Scrip« 
ture,(aith he ; that men ſo well read in Gods word, 
ſay I. Now I will requeſt Mr. B. to looke a 
while off me, and turning his ſpeech to him tell 
him, that he wondreth that Mr, B*, though he doe 
confidently auow (as he need not doubt but hee 
would haue done ) that wee may not doe ourht 
without warrant; yet doth withall anouch, that 
ths ts ſufficient t#/tification of our Miniſterie,that 
men [o expert in Scripture cannot make good ought 
againſt it : and that ſo tudicious a Scholler doth 
not obſerue this diſcrepaxce ; and how hereby Gods 
law is made, like humane lawes, imperfect, And 
let him imagine but what Arr. By, would in all 
likelihood hane anſwered him, or Mr.1obn/on, 
if he ſhould in that manner haue replied vpon 
bim; Meane while he need not wonder, that 

2 / 


" 1. Bradſhaw vn- 
reaſonablenefle 

of the Separati- 
on, Real. 3.an\.1. 


[ Lud ille pro» 
uunsiat,ego dubito: 
quod ille definit,cye 
ſaſctter.Hiers.aps- 
leg. pro iy, adv.lo- 
Un. 
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z” Of Lets,chap. 
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T. 6G, 
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A. B. bu Preface.-, 


1 ſee net this aiſcrepance, when one far more iu- 
cicious than my ſelfe could nor ſee it, either in 
my worke, (tor he had the viewing of it ere 
it came cut, and was a chiete inftigator of me 
to the ſetting of it out,) or in his owne. 

2. What by the way he alledgeth our of my 
booke by me there produced againſt Diarmate- 
rie Lots, though mangled in citation, as the tor- 
mer, after his manner, that theretore they are 
to be condemned, becauſe * they are not found re- 
uealed in any word of God, nor were cucr delinered 
by any Prophets of God, nor are grounded on any 
principles of reaſon and nature, or were learned 
by any courſe of naturall and ordinarie obſeruation; 
but were brought in euher direith by Satan, or by 


ſome lims and inſtruments of Satan, (5c. perſons 


adaiited whohiy to vanitie and to ungodly curioft- 
tie. And hereupon asketh, Why, if thu reaſon 
be good agarnit one kinde of Lotterie, it ſhould not 
be of like waliditie againit all, I make no doubt 
but the conſequence 1s firme and good. It re- 
maincth tor him to proue all kinde of Lotterie 
to be ſuch, and he ſhall haue my ſuffrage for 
the condemning of all. Meane while | deſire a 
little more faire dealing at M*. B*, hands in al- 
legation of mine afſertions, 


well: it may be ſeene ſhertly, how Mr. G*.deli- 
gence , unaenr ſtanding and memorie have ſerued 
him in acfending luſorious Lots. 


[r is very likely, that theyhaue all oft times 
| failed 


with Anſwer to it. 


failed mec. * Thereis no man hutthey may; 
my ſelfe much more the meaneſt of ſo many. 


de pac. 1. To 33 widin duprazew orres op" aro;wmy, y; 


Ae plag. grand. 


In the meane while ſufficiencie of his anſwe- 
ring but pon the Triall, and not yet adiudeed. 


And of Mr. Bs. reply the like. 
All theſe paſſages well reuzewed by MFG. 1 


(ould thinke he cannot wonder that a man of 


G4 yeeres compleat ( and therefore his wits may 
faile) doth wonder, that ſo godly, wiſe and learned 
4 man, the faculties of whoſe minde axe at the beſf, 
did wot ſay to himſelfe before he preached, much 
more before he penned this luſorious Dottrine_, 
Let Baal plead for himſelfe; and, Theſe game- 
fers ſha!l-without any incouragement trom 
me,* draw on their iniquitie with their cords 
of vanitic ; and the rather, becanſe he acknowled- 
geth that accompt u to be giuew unto God of ga- 
ming. p.261. If of the aff, mich more of iuſtt- 
fring it. From which accompt good Lord deliuer 
me. For I feare that in ini1fying luſorious Lots, 
'T (bonld put falſe ſpettacles on.a gameiters noſe, 
whereby the bridge ſeemcth broader than it ts, and 
ſo he falleth in without feare 516 uſe M*, Gs. ſimi» 
linde, p. 264. - 


Surely either M*; G. is a wonacrfull {range_— 
man; or elle Mr, B, is very prone io wonder at 
| : Rs things 
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things that are ot very wonderfull, For here is 
nothing with him but wondering, and wonder 
whom winder. He telleth his Reader againeand 
apaine that he aoth wonder : he demandeth of 
him whether he may not wonger : he would not 
haue me, nay he thinketh, / caynot wonder, that 
he doth thus wonder. Some Heathen wiſemes 
haue held it © a point of the higheit wiſdome for 2 
man to wonder at nothing. | am not of their 
mindes. Yet as another ſaith, that © itis as well 

reproueable in a man for him © zo truſt exery 

one, as * not to truſt any : lo hold it an vnwilſe 
part in any man, as well © i wonder at every 
thing, as to wonder at nothing ; as well to won- 
der where iuſt cauſe of ſuch wonderment is nor, 
as not to wonder whereit is. Now all that hath 

by M-. B. beene ſaid being well conſidered, [ 

leaue it to others to iudge what tuft cauſe of 
ſo much wonderment he hath produced hither- 
to out of my writings, 

2. But let vs heare what further matter M*.B. 
hath here found, for this his wondring humor 
to worke vpon: for the former paſſages haue 
already beene examined. I hat « man of 64. 


h O xa yeeres complete ſhould ſee more than ene ſome 


ifteene yeeres younger than him- 
ſelfe, as MF. B. perſwadeth himſelfe that hee 
doth, it is no wonder. ® Knowledge gathered 
by experience and continuance.of ftedie, is 
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wont to grow together with yeeresin * thoſe dab centiamſuan 


that be induſtrious, as I beleeue M*. B. to be: j,,.7,; rtibus in- 


Ic is not that therefore, I preſume, that M". B. fraxcrunt, tate 
ſo much wondrethat. Butthat which he won- ## 4&#r, 4/«m- 
tior, proceſſis tem- 


dreth ar, and I muſt not wonder that hee doth ju; /apientior- 


r at, is this. that /o eodly, wile, and learned Hicron. ad Nepo!. 
Wonder 8s : / gong ſe _— Talis Solty qui 


4 man, &c. (I would intreat M*.B, * nomore 7). 1:4 


thus to commend me : I like not his manner of ' add/cenen ſene 
commendation. I obſerue it to be ener but 4 fo! _ g/oriabatee 
Cic, ſcnect, Tneg® 


ile to whathere followerh,to be buta ſhooing ,.. # aigmn 


horne ſtill, the more ſmoothly to draw on ſome ——_a——_ 
0/08. 


diſgracefull afperſion or other, and to make my |... 
ſuppoſed failing therein the fouler z as before, pejimum ct 1as- 
ſo here:) thatſuch an one, forſooth, ſhould 4avium 146k 


. R . Ca 
plead for Baal, and gine incouragement 18 game- car artificunmn @= 


ſeers : for that is apparantly implied. Which cuſatoriar; diriiaie 


——_ laudun iituls per- 
whether I be guilty of, I appeale to my Booke, Ol. ap 
and to all that will vouchſafe the reading of it. yr. 

Muſt he needs be held to plead for Baal, that 
{ſhould maintainethat the £rees growing in Baals ' 749g. 5.28. 
. | m Duales Heliadas 
groue, which * Gedeon cut downe, were natural [5,71 inaw- 
frees indeed as others are, and not exchanted res woſus excle- 
n Fairies in the likenefſe of trees, againſt ſome mal] yay + 
fantaſtique that were ſt with ſome: ſuch c9,pw. 02id.met. 
q poleit wWHA IOMeC' IUCA pus, Ovid. met. 


ſen{leſle conceit : or that ſhould -baue defended :. >. 


. : . n 17 quo genere ts 
the lawtulneſle of viing the wood of them either ,; uperffutioſs Iu- 


for fewell or fence, contrary to the ® fancie of dew:, ut þ arbor 


ſome ſuperſtitious ewe "no that prope idolum con- 
perſtitious /ewes, notwithſtanding that 9 gy 3pl 


ſuperſticiouſly they had before beene abuſed, 7, ju uniracius 

conſidere, vel etiam 
ger umbram «1: tranſire, — alia nulla via patu: rity ia quo caſu curſu meatatiſſunu tran- 
ſire precipiunt. Precept. Moſaic. affirm. 45, Con:modum nullum ab idolts, aut eorum ſu 
pellcAil percipiendum. Ibid, 
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being conſecrated vnto Beal? Or doe they 
plead for B44l, ® that maintaine againſt the Se- 


paratiſts, that our Cherches are nor now 1dol- 


7enzvles, being rid of thoſe abominations, thar 
betore they were defiled wich? What incou- 
rapement | ptue Gameſters, MF, B. himſclte hath 
1! part betore ſhewed,and my Booke it ſe|te may 
{further ihew. 

3. Account it I ſhould not looke to giue to 
God for whatſocuer I teach, it were ſtrange in- 
deed, when I teach that ? account isto be giuen 
euen of our lighteſt imployments.But let M*.B: 
remember, that account muſt be giuen alſo of 
1 wronzfull charging and * groundleſſe cenſaring 
of our brethren ; and that an heauy one too, if 
' S, 1ames be beleeued. 

4: As he feareth, which I hope not, that [I 
haue failed one way ; ſo let him take heed leſt 
he faile the other way inthe ſame place ſpoken 
of : Remembring that as well itis a ſinne * zo 
adde to Gods word, as to detratt from it, and * as 
heauy a i:dgement denounced againſt the one 
as the other: And that,as one ſaith well,though 
I remember not well who, * He musit not nick 
Gods meaſure an inch to ſome, becauſe others wiil 
thereupon take an ell more than they ſhould, 


But MF, G. beleeneth that he hath written the 
truth, (Preface to the Reader ) and is confident that 
truth is to be knowne, ejþecially concerning matters 
of common pra-tiſe, p. 263. and giueth foure rea- 
ſons by which he was moued to defend Inſorious 
Lots,Þ. 264. The 
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The firit is 10 draw men from ſuperſtition, in 
reſtraining themſelues, when God doth not re- 
ſtraine them, This beggeth t'"e Queiiton, as, 1 
hope, will appeare in the Reply. 


Theſe words are not mine. Neither are they 
found in the place quoted ; nor would .[ 
baue ſpoken in that manner. Yet that I there 
imply a /uperſ{1tiors conce:t inthe contrary Opi- 
nion, it.is true. Neither is it to be taxed- as a 
begging of the .2c#ion, being not: produced 
there as any proofe of the point jn controuerlie, 
but as my 1#dzement of them, whereupon I was 
induced the rather to deale with them,. As for 
the thing it ſelte, letit appeare in the Reply; and 
it will come yet time enough. 


A ſecond Motine t,becauſe Arguments againit 
luſorious Lats. hane made many ſtagger in the s 
neceſſarie Vſe of ſerious Ciuill Lots. It may be [0, 
ſome failing in their Indgement. But it may be 
alſo, that many moe will be made to ſtaoger by rea- 
ding M', Gf. exceptions agatnit Arguments for. (7 
Canttons in theſe ſeriaus Ciutlh Luts,cdp.5,au4 by 
his Maxime, Theleſſe weighty the matter war here- 
ina Lot ts wed, the lawfuller the Lot is,p.L11, 


T1. My ſecond: motive-M-. Byhere amitteth, 
and ſo aifo doe I.therefore. Thisthat he faith 
1s patt of the third part, I ſay; becauſe I ſay 
more than ſo,and yet no-more than. þ can make 
good neither, that thoſe Argummagitss tþ6 _ 
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of them, that are brouzht azainſt the one kinde-, 


will, if they be ſound, neceſſarily onerthrow alſo 
the other. 

2. What mine Exceptions may chance to doe, 
1s a matter meerely contingent ; and *® there is 
of it therefore: no certainty.. But of the other 
thar they haue made many ſtagger, I am very 
certainez nor ſee I which way M-, B.keeping to 
his owne .grownds will -cuer be-able to ſettle 
them. Ifmy Exceptions be ſuch, as is here im- 
plied, it had beenea good worke to haue remo- 
ued thern,for their ſakes, that might chance elle 
to ſtumble at them. 

3. That Maxime, as M*.B. termeth'it, was 
once before nibbled at. Bat the-time of the 
rriall of it, belike,-is not as yet. What /agee- 
ring it (heuld cauſe in thewſe of 4 Lot, vnleſle to 
thoſe that wilfully put themſelues vpon hazard 
of apparent incomnentence, | cannotas yet con- 
CEE: . 

A third Motine is 38 take away wich heart» 
burning z Nay rather this inſtifying Inſorious Lots, 
will not only cauſe more heart burning; but incou- 
rage alſo Gamcfters to ouer-crow fuch as are ſeru- 
pulous, For, if many well-affetted hane beene con- 
ſtrainedjn regard of ſcruple in this kinde to ſtraine 
themſelnes to ſome incouneniences by refuſal ef 
thoſe games, when by thoſe, whom they had depen- 
dance won or familiaritie withall they haue beene 


y—_ ly thereunts : (which to preuent: 


wreed occd 


hereafter Þ «fvurth cauſe of bis writing.) Hew 
Wit 


with Anſwer to it. 

will theſe ſupporters, and familiars inſult wpon 
the [crupulous, naw they haut ſo learned 4 patron 
of therr gaming ? Some hue ſirained themſelues 
ts ſom: inconnentences for not pledeing drunken 
Healths, bing drinke-offerings to Bacchus, To 
prenent which hereafter ſpauld M*. G. doe well 
onto edification to preach and write in inſtification 
of theſe Healths ? 


1. M*.B. ſnappeth ftill at many things; but 


dealeth nor entirely with any. One ſhort ſhred 
he ſnaccheth out of my foerth Motiue, or as he 
Rilketh it, the 7rd ; and another ſomewhat lon- 
rout of the ſecond, which he here calleth the 
earth ; letting the reſt goe ; for what reaſons 
himſelfe beſt knoweth. Bur ifthe inconuenien- 


ces there mentioned, many more than M*, B. 


here relaceth, may (as it is no queſtion bur that 
they may, if thetruth be found and cleared to 


be on this (ide). be- thereby remedied, it is an 
effe& of ſome conſequence, and ſuch as may 


well recompence the trau?ll therein taken. - 


2. Bur it will rather proue cleane contrary, 


if M*. B. may be beleeued, For ic will incourage 


Gameſiers to euer-crow ſuch as are [crapulors;. 


(and how can it doe ſo,itthoſe ſcrupnlous ones 


{hall haue receiued fatisfation, and ſo ſhall | 


haue depoſed their ſcruple ? ) hawing getter [0 


learned 4 patron of their gaming ? A pretty nip; - 


of the ſame tampe with ſome other before : as 
if others more than one or two, whole learning 
I doubt-not but MF. B, deemeth-deſeruedly 
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mine to come farre ſhort of, had not before 
mee in Print defended the w/e of a Lot in 
aiſport. 

3. For drunken healths, if Mr. B. can ſhew 
that « luforze Lot and they are of the like nature, 
hee ſaith ſomewhat: till that, his inſtance may 
ſtand by for a ſtale. But ſuppoſe thatin deteſta- 
tion of theſe drunken healths, M*, B.ſhould pub- 
liſh a Booke, endeuouiing therein by diuers Ar- 
2#ments to proue that it is vtterly vnlawfull for 
one friend to drinke to, or to pledge, another at 
Table, and much more to drinke at Table to, or to 
pledge (as we ſay) any that are then abſent; and 
many weake ones {hould chereupon make ſcru- 
ple of ſuch common curteſies ; and both they 
and the profeſton of pietie ſhould thereby beex- 
poſed to deriſion, and iuſt imputation of /uper- 
/titzon, I thinke it would not be deemed labour 


amiſle beſtowed (for thoſe weake ones ſake art 


leaſt) for ſome learned man to take paines to 
contute ſuch a conceit. And this inſtance, if 
M'.B. pleaſe to apply to the preſent contro- 
uerſie, [ ſuppoſe that it will proue ſomewhat 
more pertinent than that he.produceth.; it will 
in patt at leaſt cleare the meaning of one of my 
motines. 


The Summe of his Cauſes (as be expreſſeth him- 
ſeife in his Preface tothe Reader) is, To ſet at li- 
bertie the intaneled Conſciences of Godly-atſþoſed 
perſons. Indeed ; If any Conſciences, ſimply for 
playing with Lots, ſhould ſeeke his ſatisfaction in 

prinate, 
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priuate,then if M*.G, quieted him by his grounds 
(ſuppoſed true) it were not amiſ/e. But is cucry 
Do#rine, though tree, to be injtited pon bot) by 
Preaching and Printing, and that affirming matter 
in Queſtion, and of no necej/arie aſe * 


Here is the Summe indeed, it ſeemeth, of 


that thar M-. B. would haue. He muſt haue 
libertic, (by what rule I know not) to preach 
and print ( for * what he hath prixtea, he ſaith 
himſelfe that he had preached) what he will ; 
but his dorine muſt not be contradifted ci- 
ther 7 Pulpit or by Preſſe. He may inſnare and 
intanele Chri/tian Conſciences in publike; but 
Mr, G. muſt not quiet them againe but 7» pri- 
#ate, Eſpecially ſo long as bis dodtrine runneth 
in the Negatiue, * Toxch not,taſte not ,hanale not: 
(it isa Tex# not vahitly © applied tothe preſent 
purpole, by one ſometime of another iudge- 
ment, but vpon better conſideration now 
concurring 7 iuſtification of the luſorie Lot:) as 
if * the Apoſtles had neuer athrmariuely prea- 
ched Chriſtian [zberty, or © oppoled publikely 
the courſes of thoſe that ſought ro limit and 
reſtraine it, and that in things * not abſolutely 
neceſſary neither, but ſuch as might well haue 
beene forborne. 

T hatis therefore to little purpoſe, that Mr, 
B. addeth ; 


I ſay, Affirming; remembring the holy wiſdome 
of the Apoſiles and Elders, who decreed touching 
offenſinc 
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offenſine things (yet ſome of them lawſull, if con- 
neniently ſed) onely negatinely; and deemeth it 
not neceſſarie to decree affirmatinely things that 
were then, and might be in we for a time. 


For neither is it equall that ſome one parts- 
cular af# ſhould for all circumſtances be « gene- 
rall rale to all others : the pracZiſe of the 4ps- 


files themſelues, and by name of 8 S. Paw! being 


at other times in points of the very ſame kinde 
ro the contrary that M*. B. here vrgeth : ®Nei- 
ther isthere the ſame reaſon of Dogmaticell Di- 
ainitie, by grounds of faith informing the Cox 


ſcience concerning thetrue Natare of the thin 


themſclues, and of Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline by 
Canons and Conſtitutions reftraining not Chrs- 


flian Libertie, butthe outward Ye of it for 0r- 


der ſake,andthe benefit of our Brethrey. 
Itis as if one ſhould thus Reaſon, | The 4ps- 


\ 1 @r.9.14,15, ſile tooke no ſtipend of the Church of Corinth : 


therefore no Miniſter of the Goſpell may take ſti- 
pend of bis people, Or,* S. Paul wrought with his 
hands. for bis lining : Therefore all Miniſters of the 
Goſpell ought ſo alſo to doe. For ſuch is MF, Bs, 
Argument, or elle itis noneatall ; The Apoſtles 
and Elders determined negatiuely only of ſome_» 
things offenſiue : therefore no man may preſame./ 
to deale in the affirmatiue of ſuch. 


Many (1 feare, too many) learned Dinines ap- 
proue Vſurie in their Iudgement, though condem- 
ned by Law. Tet none that 1 know ener infitted 
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open the infification thereof, -by Preaching and 
Printing. 


Whether 949 Diaines among vs be of that 
minde or no, is more than I know. Nor lift I 
to take notice what hath beene either preached 
or publiſhed of that Argument by any. T his I 
am ſure of, that | our Zaw,though it condem- 
neth Yſurie, it alloweth Lotterie ; and therefore 
the inftance is noteuen inthat regard asit ought, 
and is intended here to be. 


Againe, Was there ever any ſo troubled with 


playing with Lots? 1 doubt it. But without doubt 


thoafands will now more boldly vſe Luſorions 
Lots,without regard of the Cautions, i theſe licen- 
tro times, As P[urers recard not the Cantions 
which Dinines ſet downe. For it i enough to 
them that ſome godly Dinines affirme Yſarie 80 be 


lawful, 


1. What MF.B. meaneth by /@ zroubled with 
Zots,] know not : But that manyare by meanes 
of the DoiFrine by M*. B. and others mainrai- 
ned, ſuperſtitiouſ]y conceited of them, I am 
ſure; and thardiners ſo conceited haue there- 
upon ſometime ſtrained to finne againſt conſci- 


ence, as themſelues haue conteſled,to their dil- 


quiet afterward,and ſometime haue beene con- 
ſtrained to vndergoe no ſmall inconuenience 


for the auoiding ofthe like againe. 
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w/e of ſuch Lots had neuer beene defended, or 
were neucr heard of till now) will now more 
bolaly vſe Luſorions 7.0ts without regard of the 
Caitions. MF, B. ſpeaxeth very peremptorily ; 
and yet [take him tor zo Prophet; and his pre- 
diction therefore yer may taile. Burit any be 
emboldned by my Booke vpon better information 
to wſe a Luſorie Lot in due manner, where it is 
otherwiſe not valawtull, I kaue no cauſe to be 
ſorry: for it. It any be emboldned to abuſe it,not 
regarding the Cautions,it will be their owne fault, 
noc mine, who deliuer nothing that tendeth to 
the emboldning of them thereunto. Not to 
adde, that the Cantions concerne not 4.Zot vied 
in port as it1s.4 Cot, but Gare rather. and Recye- 
ation in general:: which neither Mr, B, nor any 
other ſound Dzuzedilalloweth, * many by wri- 
ting detend, 2nd.yet doethey. nor thereby giue 
ivcouragement to any:to vie Game or Recrea- 
tion in vadue manner: nor are they held guilty 
therefore of the {tnne of thoſe that regarding 
not:the Cantions by-them annexed to the Do- 
frine of vic it otherwiſe than they ought. 


Oh that MF..G. bad. confidered what he wri- 
teth, p.107. before cited ; and what:he writeth, 
P. 103. 7 194. Vis. Where tnconuentences, thas 
(call, neceſ/arily, or-in good probabilitie appeare to 
accempanie the thing queſtioned, or enſue wpon the 
doing thereof, ſhall be ſuch, and ſo great as the.- 
Conneniences, which ſiand on the-other ſides (ball 
208 be able to counternatle; there that ation ts 
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with Anſwer to it. 


worthily diſallowed as inconuenient, and 4 Lot 
conſequently onlawfull : what he writeth in his 
Spiritual Watch, p.2.7.viz. The rifer any enill is 
in thoſe places, or ages we line in, the more careful 
ſhould we be to (hun and auoid ſuch a ſinne. No 
doubt he would hane taken heed how by writing he 
make way to the ſinne of,or by Luſorions Lots. 


1. I am much beholden to MF. B. for his 
good wiſhes, T he Conſederations that he wilh- 
eth I had taken into thought, are indced good 
and needfull; bur vnlefſe he can aſſume, and 
make good his 4ſ/umption, that the penning 
and publiſhing of my D//conrſeis ſuch and ſo 
znconaenient as is therin Ipecihed, he hath little 
reaſon to perſwade himſelte, that it muſt needs 
doubtleſle haue preuailed with me to the. ſtay- 
ing and ſuppreſhng of my Booke. Which yer 
had it appeared in probabilitie and likelihood 
to haue beene, I ſhould not haue failed to be 
as chary of the publiſhing of it, as M*. B, him- 
ſelfe would bauvehad meto be. | 0 

2. Nordoe I doubt, but as I writ, that ® earls 
the riſer they are, the more carefull wee ſhould 
Le to ſhun and anoid them. But that by de- 
fending of te lawfulneſ/e of a Luſorians Lot 
in it ſelfe, | make way to linne 1n the vle, 
or rather mm the abuſe of it, I denie ; and my 
deniall ſtandeth good, vntill the point it iclte 
be diſproued. I doe no more make way to the 
one by defending the other : than ſome of the 
Ancient * Fathers made way to the abuſe of 
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M.®. bi Preface, 


Wine eicher by Drankenneſe or otherwiſe, when 
they defcaded againit tae * Manichees, Tuttani, 
Encratite, and others, that Wine was Gods £00d 
Creature , and men might lawfully drinke of ir, 
Or than ſo many of our ? /xte writers, as de- 
fend the lawfulneſTe of an 04% lawfully vied. 
againſt the Anabaptiſts, that vtrerly condemne 
all ve of ic, doe thereby make way for the iuſti- 
fication of that ordinarie vaine ſwearing, that 
is 1 as rife, yea far riter, than any abuſe of Dzicc 
or Lot-play either is or can be. 


grawentun efje vidextur ſed ſermo. Plureſy, invenias qui ſepius perſurei , Qian qu 
0714110 708 Jarent. Saluian. ec provid, , 4.0 10, 


I. B. 


7, &. 


Aany Diuines and intelizent meu, though of 
Opinion that luſorious mixed Lots may be wſed 
lawfally, yet wiſh that M". G. bad neuer publiſhed 
his Booke. For a running Horſe, ſay they ,needeth 
wo ſpurrinz. 


And many Dunes and intellizent men preſſed 
the publithing of ir, and that more of them,and 
with more importunitie many of chem than is 
ft for me herctorelate: I may truly adde,that 
ſome cuen of contrary ?udoement aduiſed it. 

Nor doe I ſpurre any running Horſe in my 
Booke : but endeuour only to vngirt ſome,thar 
M-.B. and ſome others had girt in more than 
was meet, or than they had any good warrant 
fo ro girt in out of Gods word: and to caſe 
ſuch as might thereby be not girt onely, but 
____ --: 

For 


with Anſwer to it. 
Foy my part, Twiſh, that Mr, G. had been affe- 
ited in writing, as he profeſſeth bimelfe to be in 
the ſe of iuſorious L0ts,Þ. 256, 


Nor can I blame M-. B. (though his wiſhes 
be vnequall) chat he wiſheth fo oft that I had 
not by writing contradicted the ſubie& matrer 
of his Dialogz#icall Diſcourſe ; which yer hee 
himſelfe by a peremptorie Challenge incited me 
firft vato ; and by his atter-demeanure ( in a 
manner) inforced me further to publilh., 

But me thinks, if M-. B. were ſo deſirous to 
be informed if he erre herein, as *elſe-where he 
profeſſeth, and to haue © the Tynth tried and 
cleared, as he would (ceme elſe-where allo. to 
intimate ;. yea, or if he were not loth ro haue 
his opinion herein ſcanned or diſcuſſed,or were 
not ſomewhat luſpitious'ok it thatit would not 
endure light, he {hould not be fo vawilling to 
haue it dealt with by others,he ſhould nor take 
it ſo cuill as he deth, that he is contradicted in 
itz nor would he caſt ſo much impertinent by- 
marrer here in the way, that may rather hinder 
than further the purſuit of the truth with-that 
Chriftian affection that in ſuch cafes ought to be 
held; but proceed rather dire&tly to the making 
good of bis owne 4rguments, as in-my writing 

iuen him, I came to the 4z/wer of them di- 
realy. It hee wonld gladly onderitand fron. 
others whether he be in an error, why excepteth 
he ſo much againſt me for doing no more than 
himſclte ſaith he _— gladly haue done ? Wo 

| 2 . 


T. G. 


* My defire is ei- 
ther informario, 
ifI erre, &c. Put 
whether I erre or 
no; which yer I 
would gladly vn- 
derſtand; for 1 
ought not to 
teach an yntruth 
though to Gods 
glory. M.B.cpilt. 
Cedicat. bctore 
Dialog. 

{ 1 The. 5. 2t. 
Try ll things, 
&c. Ithe Fron- 
tilpice, 


 M.B. his Preface; 


he miſlike that it is by writing and publikely 
done, he may well blame himſelte for either; 
norſce I with what equitie he can require to be 
refuted onely zz private, when his errorsarein 
Print abroad. But ler vs heare him yet once 
further,and ſoanend with his Preface. 


1 B. Mel, whatſoener M*.G. writeth dogmatically, 
he wiſheth thee, good Reader, to wnitate him in his 
prattiſe, to wit, that albeit in inagement thou art 
riehtly informed of the truth concernino the law- 
fulneſſe of theſe Games in themſclues ; yet in god- 
ly diſcretion thou wouldeft rather abandon them, 
conſidering the too too common and ordinarie abuſe 
of them ;, and that many, it may be, among whonL, 
thou lineit, may remaine unreſolued and wnſatiſ 

fied touching the lawfulneſſe of them,p.267. 

1 defire the ſame, and therewith a ſuſpending 
thy indgement until thow have well conſidered 
my Dialogue, M*. Gf. Anſwers, and my Reply, 
together with mine Anſwer to bis poſuine_— 
grounds. 

Here 1 promiſe (with Mr. G.p. 128.) toraze 
what 1 haue reared, if my Reply and Anſwers be 

: AR.20.322 proned inſufficient, and ſo * commend thee to God, 
and to the word of his Grace, which i able tobuild 

* 27im.2.7. further, Oncly, * conſider what 1 ſay,and the Lord 
2iue thee vaderflanaing in all things. 


TS. I wiſh indeed, as Mr. B. faith ; but without 
preiugice to any that wſe thoſe games no otherwiſe 
 1601-7-739> than they onght : as * the Apoltle wiſhed others 
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with Anſwer to it. 


in another kinde as himſelfe ; yet withall ac- 
knowledging the libertie that Gods word and 
Spirit had giuen in that pozpt, and notcenſuring 
others thar therein did not as he did. 

For the reſt; I require of thee, 200d Reader, 
the ſame for this my Reiornder, that MF, B. doth 
for his Reply; and of M*.B. the performance 
only of what here he promiſeth : And fo re- 
queſting Gods grace for vs all, that both inthis 
and in all other points in theſe quealie times 
controuerſed, we may without all partialitie and 


by-reſpeRs bend our ſelues tothe diſcouery of 


the Truth, and without pertinacitie, and ende- 
uour by lilly ſhifts to eJude it, yeeld our ſelyes 
toit where it is diſcouered vynto vs, not con(i- 
dering ? by whom it is either deliuered or dil- 
couered, but by what force and ſtrength of 4r- 
gument wears convinced of it; Fproceed inthe 
next place, after. one. rub more remoued, from 
this tedious , needlefle and impertinent Pre- 


fate, to the maine body of M:, Bs. Booke. 
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ANSWER TO M-..B. 
POST-SCRIPT. 
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Afﬀer the Pxrzrace is this 


Poit-ſcript added. 


TO THE READER. 


HAT 1 may doe Mr, G. no wrono, 1 

l am to let thee know, that the 1 4.of March 
1622. Stil. Ang. M*, G, denied naming 

me, when he confated mine Arguments in Pulpit : 
get confeſſing that hee named me in Pulpit with 
others diuerſly diſſenting from him in Iudgement 
touching Luſorious Lots,when he entredinto the- 


Queition of playing with Lots. 


And that thou maiſt, good Reader, vnder- . 
ſtand the fulltruth ; Be pleaſed, I pray thee, to 
ſpend yet a little more idletime with vs, while 
I relate, as briefly as I well may, as well vpon 
what occaſion, as what it was, that I ſpake to 
VM. B. at that time that here he mentioneth. 
Bcing informed that it was giuen out by ſome 
of MF, B*.acquaintance, that (vpon the offe- 
ring of this his Diſcourſe to be licenced for the 
Preſſe, and complaint made by him of ſuppo=- 
ſed wrong that 1 had done him #n confuting hins 

in 


Anſwer to M*.B*.PoF-ſcript. 
in open Pulpit by Name) it was by that Renerend 
Dottor that licenced my Booke, acknowledged that 
1 had indeed done M" .B. wrong,and that 1 ſhould 
therefore giue hins ſatpfattion in prigate, but that 
M*.B. would yot therewith be ſatisfied, but wonld 
hane it done in publike, ſince the wrong was ſuch; 
and that the ſame Renerend Doctor (hoald ſay, 
that if my Treatiſe of Lots were againe tobe licen- 
ced, he would net hane licenced it : (all which was 
vtterly vntrue) and ſuppoling that this could 
come from none but M*. B. himſelfe, I deſired 
meeting him neere Pazls Church, to haue a few 
words with him. Which granted,[ related vnto 
him, what I had heard, & named the party ſaid 
to haue made ſuch report; demanded ofhim 
whether eitherany ſuch report came fro him,or 
the things 1 rom" themſelues were true. M* B. 
denying both to-be the Author of the report, 
and the truth of the things reported ; for that I 
there reſted. Bur I further told him, that 1 vn- 
derſtood that he had offered 4 Di/courſe for the 
Preſle againſt part of »zy Booke, which I wiſhed 


with all mine heart might come forth ; * the * Ex #mutuo conſe 


truth, I hoped, would thereby the better be 
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cleared, and I ſhould willingly be informed of 7s & enicar. 


ought that [erred in 3 to which purpole I told 
him, that I hadalſo dealt earneſily as well with 
D* IWe#feld, (who I know well, will teſtific 
as much) when it was tendred to him ſome 
three yeeres agoe as alſo ſince with D* Featly, 
the party before mentioned, (which Mr.B. alſo 
acknowledged to haue —_— from oy 
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Anſwey to M-.B*.Poit-ſcript. 


that they would be pJeaſed at my requeſt toal- 
low ir for the Preſſe. Which why they retuſed 
22 doe.ts necdlefie here to relate. | told him tur- 
ther, that I was informed of two things in ir; 
che one, chat I was accufad therein ts naue cone 


futed himin the Pulpit by name; the other, (which 


much more neercly touched me) that I was 
charged 5 maintaine in that my Treatiſe ſome_ 
Aſjertions that were blaſphemoxs. T he tormer he 
affii med that he had heard by many. Itold him, 
thoſe many (if there were ſuch) were very much 
to blame: And withall by ſolemne proteſta- 
tion, as in Gods preſence, denied that I had by 
name in Pulpit refuted either him or any other 
that I dealt with in this Argument. How I na- 
med him or his Booke rather, and fo him with 


it,l told him : to wit, that hauing propounded 


the Oucition concerning the li2ht wſe of a Lot, 
I recited thoſe 4uthors tharhad written-of this 
Subtect,viz. B, King ou 10845, B. Babington on 
the Decalooue, Feter +1artyr on Tadees, Daneus 
of Lot- pl. :y, Perkins Caſes of Conſcience, Fennor 
of law full Recreations, Eaity hiſtorie of the Gofpell, 
Bamford Dialogue of Games conſiiting in Chance : 

whereof ſome were of one minde, ſome of 
- another ; and it I ſhould diſſent in deciſion of 
the nei ron from any of them, I defired it 
might xt be wichour offence, adding that® promiſe 
that M". B. hath before related. After which 
hauing deltuered mine owne 1#dzement, & pro- 
pou nded and proſecuted the Reaſons that 1 had 


tor it; | then anſwered the 0tec#i0s on the other 
fide, 


be 
- " 


Anſwer to M*.B*.Poil-ſcript. 
fide, reduced to ſome #eads, and according to 
thoſe heads handling them, taking ſometime 
alſo ſome part of oue and the ſame Oviection 
from one, and ſome part of it from another, 
who had ſomewhat further purſued it ; but not 
naming ( as thoſe may teftihe that have my 
notes yet in their hands) any one of thoſe 
whom then I dealt with. Vpon relation of this, 


JI 


© \ © [yIHQuit alle, 
homa 17 udens es, 
qu? culpan matuiſt 
depre avi, trum poſ- 


or theeffe@ of it, with ſuch proteſtation, M*.B. jis pauinere > am 


affirmed that he was therein ſatished,and belee- 
ued it to be fo as I faid. And now iudge, I 
pray thee, what (l ſay not Charitie or Conſcience, 
but) candor and inpgenuitie at lealt Mr", B. hath 
ſhewed, in charging me peremptorily, and that 
more than once (after this my proteftation and 
his owne acknowledgment of the truth) pub- 
likely in Print with confuting him by Name in 
open Pulpit, and breach of Charitie in {o doing. 
If MF. B. were ſo chary of doing M*. G. wrong, 
that to preuent, or at leaſt, auoid the ſame, hee 
added this Poit-ſcript, © why doth he wiltully 
wrong him in that very point, wherein hee 
would ſeeme hereto ſalue his credit ? Or what 
is this bur *firſt ro wound a man,and then clap 
on 2 fig-leate that may in part couer rather than 
curethe gaſh thar he hath giuen ? 

For the other Accu/asiop, I rold M-. B. that 
if. as Hierome ſaid, © in caſe of Herefie, then of 
Claſphemie much more, 4 Chriſtiau man ought not 
'9 be, 1 ſay not with him, patzeps, bur ar lealt /z- 
{znt, having any good ground and opportumitie 
79 cleare himlelte therein. I ſignified therefore 
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Anſver to ME.B*.Poft-ſeript. 


vnto him, that if he would doe butas much for 
me, as I had before done for him, (and I ſuppo- 
ſed in way of requitall I might haue required 
it) to deliver me his Deſconr/ſe or 4 Copie of it, I 
would vndertake within fhort time either to re- 
turne it with due anſwer, or to make publike 
acknowledgment of mineerror,if I were there- 
by conuinced thereof. Or if he would none of 
that, (as he would in no-wiſe heare of it) that 
he would yet informe me what thoſe blaſphe- 
mus aſſertions were that in my Booke I had 
broached,and fhew me (which I as yet law not) 
wherein they were ſuch. .T hat which in Cart-. 
tie I held him bound vnto ; * ſeeing me to wan- 
der ſo fouly out of the way, to lend mee his 
hand and helpe, eſpecially crauing the ſame fo. 
inftantly, for the bringing of me-backs againe. 
But other anſwer to this requeſt of mine from 
Mr. B. I could haue none, but that he had pur 
that terme of bla/þhemie now out of his Booke. [ 
replied againe hereunto:that that was buta lilly 
ſarisfaRion, hauing charged his Brother and 


fellow- Miniſter with blaſphemie to morethan a 


few, to lay that he had now put that word out of 
74s Booke, I might in his owne words haue told 
him, had I then beene acquainted with them; 
that 7hel {he failed in Charitie #1 that nat hauing 
had any conference with me either by ſpeech or by 
writing, though 1 be (as he ſaith) hs neighbour 
AMintiter ; he offered ito accuſe me of Blaſphemie_- 
by Name publikely in Print. But I required him, 
Rn Co CE 

uch 


Anſwer to M*.B*.PoSI-ſcript. 


ſach aduty,to ſhew me mineerror,that I might 
not continue in fo foule and dangerous an of- 
fence; or to referre it toany one or more of 


our Rewerend Brethren of the Miniſtery about 
the C/zy, ſuch as himſelfe ſhould make choile 
of, whether that which I required of him were 
equall and reaſonable, and whether he in Cha- 
ritie might refuſe it. But ® 7 ſung to a deafe_ 
m4. I could get from M*.B. no other anſwer 
but this, that He would be iudged by none but by 
the whole Charch of God. And ſo wee parted. 
Now, {ince M-. B. will ſo haue it, Let t'e whole 
Church of God indze , or ſo many at leaſt, to 
whoſe hands this Diſcourſe ſhall come, on 
whoſe {ide the breach of Couritie (if any be) hath 
beene. And this is more by much than I would 
ever haue troubled my Reader withall, had it 
not beene for Mr; B*, Po#-ſcripr. 


H 3 Tarr 


53 


s Suro CEini, wl 
1er.heaxt. 2.1. vel 
waits auitbus , us 
Liv.hiſi.l,49. 


T.6. of Lots, 


< Ap, {4 BY oo 4A» SINE 


1 
Anſwer. 


mig > a to 
ELD EDEN 


GENES 5! Ge kk bs, BY 967: 


TwE SECOND PART. 


M*. BALMFORDS 


Anſwer to Ml GAT AKER & Argu- 
mcats for the lawfulneſle of a 
Luſorious Lot. 


Together with 
M-.G$. Reply in defence of his 


owne Arguments, which are word 
for wordalſo here related. 


P &g H = former grounds laidconcer- 
ning the Nature of Lots in ge- 
nerall, the Reaſons that induce 
me to allow Lots of this kinde 
as not euill in themſclues, a- 


mong others are theſe, 


This Tenent ſeemeth more fearefull than beſee- 
meth a learned man, who after the turning oucr 4 
wonderfull number of bookes tocompile his Hiſt s- 
"ical and Theolezicall Treatiſe of the Nature and 
7 /- of Lots,/etteth downe his Iudgement : Allow- 
{.2 {uſoriors Lots only as not euill in them- 
ſelues; whereas he affirmeth them to be lawtull 
1 themſelues. p., 266. So that if theſe games be 


V/ed 


Defence of M*.G*. Arguments. 
w;/ed with due obſernation of all his camtiens, why 
is he fearefull to allow them as good in them- 
ſelnes? How then may a [crupulons man, who »£- 
169110 not only bis wicked wajes, but i;s derds 
alin 1.4 are not good, build open ſuch qQuanmirie_s 
2 rounds * 

Aeaine; Allowing theſe games onely as not euill 
in ther:{clues, ao:h not manifeit that Loue of God, 
which (1 doubt not) is im W.G, heart. For where- 


T5 


F.3ck. 36.11, 


4 God 1s olorified by good works, and theſe games 1:1; 


be too too common, and accompanied with many 
crying jinnes, whereby God ts euery where and dut- 
ly much d:{honowred, the Lone of God would haue 
conſtra:ned him , if doing truth,to haue brought 
theſe games to the light, that thereby it might be_> 
made waxifeit, that they are wrought according 
is God 

Laſtly, By this Tenent he ſheweth not dae Cha- 
ritte to his Neighbour, For now 1t i enongh for 
Gamers to plead; Avery learned man holderh 
20r Gaming to be not euill in it ſelfe. Therefore 
they will not ſeeke further to know whether it be 
goodin it ſelfe, forgetting that it is written, The) 
Axe ts put tothe root of the srees, therefore eucry 
tree that bringeth zot forth good fruit, is hewen 
aorre.md caſt into the fire. 1s not then hereby his 
rezohbcuurs (pirituall danger occaſioned ? 


[. I might demand here, why M-r, B. dealeth 
Dnely with my Texent, but taketh no notice ar 
a!l ot. the * Grounds fore-laid ; contrary to 
* his owne aſſertion, and my courſe with him, 

9 


Iohn 3. 21, 


AMtlbe $4.59, 
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Defence of M*,Q*. Arguments 
who deale with anddiſcufle as well his Grounds 
as his Arewments. But that I let paſle. 

2. Requeſting him®to forbeare © his 7zues, 
which I neither deſire nor deſerue, of learned, 
and wery learned,lo oft both here and elſe-where 
inculcated® to no very good purpoſe,as before 
I haue ſhewed : and paſting by his gird of zur- 
ning over ſuch a wonderfull number of Books; (tor 
Mr. B. is not, it ſeemeth, out of his wondring 
vaine yet) I would faine know of him why he 
calleth my concluſion, a more fearefull tenent than 
beſcemeth a learned man. For it by fearefull hee 
meane hideoms and horrible, as he may well, if ir 
be as heafterward chargeth it to be, contrary to 
the Lone both of God and Man, that mult firſt be 
ſhewed of him; and how ſoundly hee hath 
ſhewed it, ſhall in the diſcuſhon of his charge 
appeare. If by fearcfullhe meane tmoroms, as 
may ſeeme. the. rather by the erembling that 
hereafter he chargeth me with, © I confelle my 
ſelfe indeed to be naturally of a t#morows diſpo- 
fition. And yer I ſuppoſe.it no. ##m1aitie, but 
f diſcretionfather for a man to ſpeake 8 warily. 
Nor is * he neceſlarily fearefull that doth nor 
by and by cry out as MF. B. doth of zpiore 7nt- 
quitie, when ought isallowed that he dilliketh : 
or that doth not by and by commend euery 
thigg as exceeding good and godiy that he ju- 
ſtifieth and alloweth as lawfull. Burt to ſpeake 


* 11aud 13:ſuiſums el llud Martins Duwienſ. de mor. 0.1. Lauda parce, witupera parcius. 
Agric enum 1eprekenjivilis oft nimia lardatio, & minoderata vituperatio. $ fopuTbreeov 
1p mavir 1 ACP ae,9%7M{M 2x0 apud Lact, & Eufiath, ad Odyſſ.9'. 


moderately 


againſt MF. B*. Reply. 
moderately belike is a fault and fearfulneſe with 
ME. B, which I was not aware of betore. 

3. Examine we the ground of this prolix and 
fearefall Accuſation, and we ſhall tinde it to be 
but as they ſay of the /reering of Swine, much 
clamor and little wool, * many words indeed, 
hut little matter of any \rch. T he maine mat- 
ter of the Charge is this, MF. G. alloweth Luſo- 
ious Lots onely as not euill in themſelues. Where 
the word, onely, is M*, B+. inſertion ; which if he 
added for this end,as it ſecmeth he did,to make 
my words beare this ſenfe, not enill oncly, yet 
not lawfull, and warrantable neither, ] dilclaime 
it, Otherwiſe I confefle I conceiue my Conclu- 
ſion in thoſe termes to diſtinguiſh the Zxſorious 
Lot it (elfe from any abu/ethat may otherwiſe 
accompanie the Game wherein itis vicd, and ſo 
make ir exill in that reſpe&. Buttake the Texent 
as it is, Luſoriors Lets inthemſelues not euill, I 0 
omit the Dii#izi7ion lo comon in the Scholes, 
t of tt ſelfe, and by accident; and the Phraſe fo 
frequent among Dinines and Writers of the beſt 


I note, of things zu themſelues not euill, wicked, or 
4 wunwarrantable, * The Art of Painting, ſaith 
4 Rhenanis,ts not euill of it ſelfe. * To ſweare, laith 
: Chemmititns,ts not of it ſelf apainit the Moral Law. 


# i It is n10t of it ſelfe witions or condemnable, (aith 
| Caluin,ſer a man to prouide for himſelfe.Ot ſome 
Ceremonies vied in our Churches, ſaith Beza, 
© they are not things imjions of themſelues , nor 
ſach as aman ſhould leaue his Miniſterie for : and 


of other of them, ! They are not of themſelues ico- 
latromts 
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Defence of Mr.Gs. Arouments, 


» tes medic qu* latrous, And Bucanus,  Trinss indifferent are 
fach is are neuther _ nor euil of themſclues, 


&c. T9 patle by, I ſay, an infinice number of 
ſuch ſpeeches, that in /eara'd wruers occurre 
eucry where. For to what end ihould 1 watte 
tine and Jooſc labour,in ® bringing wood to the 
-004, and caiting wer into the fea? Doth 
19 the Apolt.e .himſelte deliuer nts /enents 
ſymetime in like manneras I doe? ® if thor £4« 
kejt a wife, thou ſinneft not : and, if a wirein 
rarry, ſhee finneth not. And, ? Let h12 doe a5 > 
will, be ſinneth not ; let them be married. And 
now let M: B.tell not Mr, G. bur S. Paul, that 
ſuch a tenent ſeemeth to him mare timorous than 


beſeemeth IC worthy an Apo: He,XC. \ellin? downe. 


hw iudeement whether folke may marry or no, to 


ſay, they ſiwne not in ſo doin. | might adde a 


iudicious Diuines Comment on thoſe words of 
the ſame Apoltle, 4 All things arelawful; * that 
is, they may be taken witho:t finne. As allo that 
Mr. Perkins in this very point concerning the 
vſe of mixt Games, luch as Tables and Cards are, 
pathng his cenſure of them, ſaith, thar they 
are * zo: ſimply to be condemged. Bur of this 
enough. -» 

- 4. Yea but M*, G.affirmeth them elſe where to 
be lawful in themſelues. And why is he fearefull 
now to allow them as pood inthemſelnes? Though 
ſuch words of mine be nor tound in the place 
pointed to : yet [feare not to own? them, andit 
is likeenough tharelſe-where I may vie them. 
Nor did I euer vnderſtand till now, that thete 
two 


againſt M*.Bs. Reply. 


two were not equiualent, ot to be exill, and to be 
lawfull. Is there any medium in morall atttogs 
betweene lawful and wnlawfull ? Orany ditte- 
rence betweene wv#lawfull and eazl ? Itnot,then 
euery thing that is ot exill is not vnlawfuil;and 
euery thing conſequently that is yot enill,is law- 
fell. Yeal adde further, that every thing thatis 
ret euill, is in ſome ſenſe, and that a good ſenſe 
r00, £004. TI he word, good, therefore in com- 
mon acception is taken two wayes ; ſometime 
more ſtrictly for ſome ſuch © vertuomus af, as 
deſcrueth "a ſpectall note of commcanaations and 
praiſe z and in this ſenſe there is ſorne wedinine. 
betweene goodand bad, For ſame ations there 
be, as for a man*to make much of himſelte, to 
drinke when heis a dry, 7 to loue his owne, *to 
befriend his friend,to * make amends for what 
he hath done amille, &c. which though they be 
allowadle, yet are not greatly commendable ; 
neither deferue they much praiſe and com- 
mengation when they are done, nor without 
much {inne many times may they be omitted. 
Sometime the word 1s taken in a greater lati- 
tude of lenſe,for any ation that is warrantable 
and allowable whacſoeuer, and ſo there is no 
mearum at all betweene go7d and bad, euery 
particular morail ai7104 veing either warrantable 
or vnwarrantable,as © in.my Lots I haue ſhew- 
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Defence of MG. Arguments, 


ed at larg2. And in this fenſe I ſa) , that* nor 
exil;,and good are all one: as with the Apoſtle, 
ot to ſinne, and to doe well are all one. */f he 


marry ver, ne ſtaneth not , and afterward, © He 


that marricth her doth well, Where let MF. B. 
againe demand ol the Apoltee (1 dare not) why 
he was ſo fearefull ro ſay, that he t-.t maricd 
aid well, at the hiſt, elpeciatly odbſeruing tne 
Cantionthar he there giueth," a the Lord: And 
let him take heed, leſt while he reicRteth hal 
as quagmirie grounds, he plunge many weake 

Chriſtians into deepe quagmires indeed, where- 
1n no firme footing can bz > found, to ix and ref 


their PRpwns mindes and conſciences on. 


This conſidered, all that followeth is but 
5 4 meere flaſh, that vanilheth (» ſoone as it is 
fred. of it ſelfe. Nor will MF. B. euer be able 
to proue,or to perſwade any man,I beleeue,not 
{worne to ſtand to his ſentence, befide him- 
ſelfe, that rhoſe ® deeds not good in the Prophet 
were any other than * exill works, ſuch as the 
& P{almilt ſaith, wicked men 3ddi& themſclues 
vato: tor whois bound Zo repent of ought that 
is n9t curl] ? Oc that in | 1oha the Baptifts ſpeech, 
the GI is berweene fruit good, and fruit 
not eniil; and not rather (as all Divines that 
ever [ read, vnderſtand it) betweene ® good 


59 fruit, and Rt” fruit, or ® no fruit; it being Sill 


8:75, Vo ear outer much honey is Porgene Chap. 25. 27. ToreſpeR perſons in 


14d 7c metit 15s notgood, Chap.24 


Falſe w weights are no gocd thing, Chap..zo, 


£2. "Dc en'b::3 & frm libus viſe Druf "ible vL.1.c.22. & H.Steph, ad Corinth. de dialett, 


| Matih. IT .10, 


m Math.7.17,18,19 @ 12.33. Eſal.5.4,7* > Luth.13.7.EXe15.243, 


Sci Wteriies aroures excidl ſolcat, Calt tins barmen, 
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againſt MF. Bf, Reply. 61 


alſo, as *® Chry/oftome well obſerueth, wot ro woe * Malum oft non 


; | feciſſetonum, Ka- 
well, ors, wager 
. » a COT? TS70 
6. For the cryin? ſinnes that MF, B, ſaith ac  u) mit a;a- 
companie theſe Games. Doe crying {innes accom- ** Cbh1yſ62. in 
; | ; he Thuttli Matth. I 3. ex tom, 
panie euery luſorie Let, the ſhuffling of arrowes, 9. apantbiſ 6.fre 
for the (iding of {hooters, or the drawzng of ſerm. de viit. & 
fawnes for the leading at Cheſſe, &c 2? For the *** 
Queltion is of any Lot atall v/ed in difbort; not 
ot Cards or Dice alone. Or doe thoſe crying 
{innes ariſe from the Lot it ſelte vſed in them ? 
or not accompunie 9:mer Games, as bowles, and 
nine pins, &c. wherein xo Lot 15? Or muſt all 
Lots be neceilirily baniſhed trom all Game, be- 
cauſe ſome Lot-2ames are with many attended 
with {uch (Innes? But MF, B. hath no minde ar 
all to keepe tothe Q»ei#ion, or to come direftly 


to that that he ſhould deale with. 


But here, perhaps, it may be ſaid, The firif Rea 7, B, 
ſon prouing that a Lot may be matter of recreation 
doth giue me a check, 1s it acheck ? Then 1 will 
iry if 1 cannot auoid the Mate, 


MF. B*®. mirth here I let paſſe, that wee may T. G. 
come to the purpoſe : and'fet dowge wy firi# 
Argument as it is in my Booke, 


T be firit Argument. 


Irſt,chat which may he ordinarily vſed in 0- 7.6, of Zots, 

ther ciull affairs, be they more weighty or of Cap. 4.Sec#.4. 

kſle weight,that may alſo be vicd for matter of 179ument.1. 
T3 recrea- 
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Defence of M*.G.. Arouments, 


recreation and delight. But a Lot may beordi- 
narily vied in other ciaill afaires, as,by the ex- 
prefie * authoritie of Gods ſpirit ſpeaking by 
Salomon, for the endin? of contentions, and mat- 
ters in ſuic or trite, be they weighrier or of leife 
weight: For the words in the text are irdefi- 
nite, neither 13 there ought to reſtraine the ordi- 
narie vſe of them in that kinde either theie or 
elſe-where. The word vied there, though in its 
original propriety it ignifie * Law- ſuits yet in 
the ordinarie * vie of tt, tt extendeth it ſelfe to 
contentions 01 all kindes. And the praiſe of 
Gods people recorded in Scriprure theweth 
that euen meane matters haue beene decided 
and determined viualiy by Lot : asin matter of 
Tithe,though it were not much material, which 
Lambe the Zenice had, fo tlfat he had one of 
ten, two of tweaty, &c. yet was ir decided ” by 
Lot. It was a matter of nogreat weight what 
gare ofthe Temple ſuch or ſuch Zenices ſhould 
waitat; I ſay nor,thatit was a meane matrer to 
be a Porter in Gods houſe, (though * it ſeeme 
to be mentioned as one of the meanelt places 
of 1m ployment therez) but whethet companie 
hould watt at this 94te, and: whether ar that 
other gate, (as who ſhould ftand ar the North 

doore of the Church ,and why at tag South, to 

receiue peoples bengflolencs, vp0h occaſion of 
tome coileftion) was no matter of great mo- 
ment, arid yet wasthar alfo decided* by Lot: 

Neither was it gteatly material which of the 


Prieſts offered incenſe, or x Which dreſled the 
e Lam 'DS, 


againſt M". B*. Rephy. 
Lamps, &c. ſo it were done by ſome one of 
them : yec that allo went * by Lot. Since that 
Lors therefore may lawtully be vied in other 
ordinary affaires, Gods word indefinitely war- 
ranting 1:,che ſameelſe-where nor reſtraining it, 
andthe pratiſe of the godly, carrying it even 
to meane matters (for ® the offices themſclues 
were not put by them to Lor, but the diitribu- 
tion- of particular duties or ſtations among 
thoſe of the ſame ofhce) [ ſee not what {hould 
baniſh them our of our diſports, moe than 
out of other our { though ſerious, yet) ciuill 
attaires. 


Toe Argument colleitea with all fatthfulneſſe 
(175 the res ang ys anſwers ve) is th, 

That which way: c ordinaril ; V/ed in other ci- 
aill aff ures, ve tiey more or teſſe wetrty, may alſo 
be v/ed for muter of recreation and delight, But a 
Lot may be ordia.rily vſedin other Ciu'll aff arres, 
Therefore I fee not what (1oul i bani(h it out of onr 
aiſports, more than of atzer (tough ſerious, jy) 
cinll affaires. 


How faithfully MT. B. hah related mine A7- 
-uaent, any &y: that compareth ths his rela- 
tion and ir, may ſoone ſee. | lay, 4 Lot my be 
w/ed ordinarily 13 CLN%Y cintll affarres , ve they 
wetghty or of le//e weight, as my Propoſition re- 
quired that | {hou'd,ind V1, B. dealing as*the 
Lentil did with Scripture, when he tempted our 
Santonr, Ciipreth away noſe Jalt words (tor 

what 
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Defence of M.0®, Arguments, 


what purpoſe {hall afcer appeare) and relateth 
thus mine A//umption, But 4 Lot may be ordin- 
rily wſed in other Cinill affaires, If this be all 


faithfalneſſe, I know not what faithfulneſſe is. 


Hereis but a bad beginning againe, [ am ſure 
and ® the worſe, becauſe the contrary is ſo ſo« 
lemnly and fo ſerioully profeſſed. Burt let vs 
keare his Ar/wer. 


1s not this a fearefull concluſion like the To- 
went * 


How t:mororns the Tenent is,hath before been 
diſcuſſed. And if the Concluſion here be no 
more timorous, it matrereth not much, 


Why doth not MF, G. conclude poſitinely thies ? 
Therefore a Lot may be wſed for matter of recrea- 
{ton and delight. 


It is enough if the; rem7/esneceſſarily inferre 
the Concluſion. Which, what had it mattered, 
if it had wholly beene omitted ? as © iris ſome- 
time with our Sauiour himſelfe in his diſputes. 
But it is * the part of 4 bad pleader, as the Hea- 
then man well obſerueth,toleaue the maine mats 
ter, and trifle thus about termes. 


He, forſooth, ſeeth not. Can a blind man goe- 


ſtoutly on his way ? But (bleſſed be God) M-. G. 
ſeeth well, though not in this point. Bernardus 


non vidit omnia. 


A 


againſt M". B*. Reply. 65 
A little ouer-flowing of the gall, I feare, 7. 6G, 
troubled M*. B. when he was about this 1m- 


ployment. Bur what I ſee not, | hope, *hewill © ,,,.. wm, 
ſhew me, that ſ(eeth better than I doe in this q# errant; conn 


tty elleiidit viam 
bulineſle. | Quaſi lumen de 
ſeo lumi'e acccndit, fait : Nihilo ut minus iffi luceat, cum ill atterdirit. Ennins, 
Cic. offic. 1, i, | 


For if God had opened hi eyes, he might hiuue 1. B. 
ſeene plainely , what ſhould baniſh a Lot out of 
diſports more than out of other Cinill affaires ;, to 
wit, b:cauſe God alloweth a Lot to be wed in them, 
but not intheſe : and it is preſumption of ſet pur- 
poſe to imploy God but as it may ſtand with bis 


pleaſure. 


1. I maruell then why many others ſharper 7. G. 
ſighted than MF. G. and whole eyes I doubt 
not but that God hath opened as well as M-.B*, 


doe not lee it. 

. 2. That God hath allowed the one and not 
the other, will not for begging be thus had. But 
what az/wer 1s there in all this to mine Argu- 
ment ? vnlefle the denying of the Concluſion be a 


 legall kinde of Anſwer. 


I. B. 


Hereof more hereafter, In meane while, in fur- 
ther anſwer to.this Argument, 1 denie the Propoſi- 
tion thereof. For an Oath may be ordinarily wſed 
in other Cinil matters, jet not for matter of re- 
creation. Whereef alſo more hereafter, 


K Here 
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2s Matth.5.3 4. 
h Iam. 5.12, g 


i Sit ſermo weſter, 
Matt.5.37-3, ſermo 
familiaris &> quo- 
11414n:ts, Piſcat.ſer= 
mo communi.chem- 
Nite 
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Here M-. B. (heweth why he curtailed and 
cut off part of mine A//umption before, as 
f Procrnſtes did thoſe that were too long for his 
bed; It was too long to ſerue his turne, and 
that being cut off, he thought no more was ſaid 
ofa Lotin it, than might well be ſaid of a» 0ath, 
Now therefore for farther Anſwer (hauing gi- 
uen none at all before) either he denieth, not my 
Propoſition, but an other of his owne forging 
correſpondentto the 4//amp1tion that before he 
had framed orelſe he bringeth an z»/fance no- 
thing art all to the pnrpoſe. Ay Propoſitron is 
this as himſelfe relateth it, That which may be 
ordinarily wſed in other Ciuill affaires, be they 
more or leſſe weiahty, may alſo be wſed for matter 
of recreation and delight, This thus conceiued 
Mr. B. denieth, and that he may ſeeme to haue 
ſome ſhew of reaſon for this his deniall, he ad- 
derh, that a» Oath may be ordinarily ſed in other 
Ciuill matters, yet not for recreation, To let paſle 
a large liberty giuen here tor Oaths, which if it 
had in ſuch termes flipt M". Gs. pen, he ſhould 
ſoone haue heard of ir with awitneſle, as4pa- 
tron of, and a pleader for ordinarie ſwearers ; as 
if thoſe places 3 of our Sauiowr and ® S. James 
well knowne, did not preciſely condemne * oy- 
dinerie ſwearing. Tolet that paſle,hoping that 
M-. B. meant not amiſle, howſoeuer his words 
ſeeme to ſound. Valeſle he put in, be thoſe ci- 
gill affaires weighty or leſſe weighty, wherein he 
faith an eath' way be wſed; he laith nothing atall 
that concerneth my Propoſition : If he doe, he 
directly 


againſt M*.B*. Reply. 67 


direaly croſleth * the dottrine of our Sarntiony ; i Duod refle ſic 
and his owne aſſertions elſe-whete, Neither 74 — 


doe I beleeue that M*. B. can giue 72/tance of riſcorum traditio 


any one particular that may be ſed ordinarily in > #7 quibuſes 
caſious,ggn familiavs 


Ciuill affaires, be they more or leſſe weighty, that [;mou, o in c6- 


may not be vſed allo in diport, It he or any munbus negotiſs, 
oth 1 . : - refle &* ſt: peccas 
er can produce any, I will relinquiſh this /,\,1:5,m pe 


Argument. ad Inramentum aſ- 
ſunt. Contra Chr:- 


lus in quotid:anis & communibus colloquijs, negotiſs & commerciſs,CHc. vult omnu.o non 
cjje nomen Des ad J.aramentum aſſumendum : wpote quod tam ſa: ro-ſantlum novis eſſe de- 
beat, ut illud nun mim re graviſſuma in tejl;monium adbibeamus. Nam ia re levine magnis 
quidem vnrum in teftem wicare auderemus. | 


T he ſecond eArgument. 


ap ad if we conſider aright the nature T. G. of Lots, 
of a Lot, andthe great vncertaintie of it,we Chap.4. SecZ. 
ſhall finde it fitteſt for ſuch matters as are of 5. 4rgum. 2. 
leaſt moment, and © not fic to be vſed in any <.,,,o;,:: 
weighty affaire. In regard whereof,as thoſe that m: quz res graves 
make vſe of it in ſerious matters,are wont, wich 94%! no 2ſt 
all the Caution they can, ſo to diſpoſe of ao: 
things before-hand, that ic may nor be mate- <«/# j-7ci2/us 
riall which way che Lot light, ortharas licle, © 0Y 
as may be, be let vnto it : ſo' where it may be ,1o.ar. 4 OL 


materiall and of ſome coniequence whether #7" tc 1m 


it goe the one way or the other, (I ſay Not {. 4-1us tum 
now what the iniquitie of others may inforce < | -mm 746 
a man vntog a kle inconuznience is allow- /, we 
able for the auoiding of a greater; ) there CI can. 


K 2 will 
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« ins di ,q1%- ©* will no wiſe man willingly pat ſuch a matter 
+» 2999998 ® of weight to the vncertaine hazard of a Lor. 
+4. T hat therefore that beſt ſorteth with the nature 
, may a Lot moſt Jawfully be vſed vn- 
"2, to: bur the lighteſt matters beſt ſort with the 
PLto% l:4,{3,6, nature of a Lot: and therefore about things of 
yt "AM that nature may a Lot moſt lawfully be ved. 
para wn flo Sheer Kotiom wvaudeny , ds TT, WE ANT}, SOC, 
apud NCOph. a 770 AK. . 


I. B. Now I preceed to the ſecond reaſon,which is ſet 
Anſwer. downe intwo ſhapes. 

The former i this : 

That which bet ſorteth with the natare of a Lot, 
ay a Lot moit lawfully be wed vnta. But the_> 
lizhieit matters beit ſort with the nature of 4 Lot. 
Therefore about things of that nature may a Lot 
moit lawfully be ſed. 

The propo/ition he proueth thus, Great is the_2 
wncertarntie of a Lot. Therefore not fit to be_2 
oſed in any weighty affaire, 


Ti, 6G. Theformer Argument was propounded wn- 

Reply. faithfully; this both vnfaithfally and negligently. 
Ynfaithfully , becaule divers enforcements of 
fome branches are omitted, as by comparing 
mineand his may appeare : Nezlipently,becauſe 
the proofe of the Aſſumption is here ſaid to be the 
proofe of the Propoſition. Otherwiſe I acknow- 
ledge it indeed :to containe for the maine ſub- 
ſtance the matterof my principall Argument. 

Mr. Bs, anſwer followerth. 


A 


apainſt M”. B*. Reply. 


A Lot is taken ſometimes for the initrument of 
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purpoſe diſpoſed onto Caſualtie, as The Lot is cait Pron. 16.33. 


into the Lap. | and ſometime for the enent, as | Giue 
a perfect Lot.) Which howſoeuer it be caſuall in 
relation to the former, yet falleth out certainly this 
ar that, by Gods whole diſpeſing the former, Prov. 
LG. 33» 

7.- JM denie both the Propoſition ana 1ſ- 
ſumption, perſwaded that M*, G. would newer 
 haue ſet downe this ſuppoſed reaſon , if a Lot ins 
the former acception had not drawne his religios 
ee from God as the only diſpoſer thereof to be a Lot 
in the Latter acception. 


MF, B. here both diſfinguiſheth and denieth. 
For his 4i/#:ni1on, Iris true, that a Zotis taken 
ſometine figuratively. not for the caſuall enent 
applied to the deciding of ſome doubt, that which 
is'properly 4 Zo, but for the creature therein 
wſed, But what is this at all to mine Areu- 
ent, that dealeth nothing atall with 4 Zot in 
this latter ſenſe. 

For his dcn/all he 1s very large in it, and I 
doubr., he ſcarce remembred weil what he de- 
nied. Hedenieth both Propoſition and A(ſump- 
tion. 

The Propoſition is this, as himſelfe alſo pro- 
poundeth ir, That which beſt ſorteth with the na- 
ture of a Lut, may 4 Lot moi# lawfully be w/ed 
wnto. Will any man that hath common ſenſe, 
belide MF. B. denie this Propoſition, or require 

4. proofe of it 2 If any doe, I will for my part 
| K 2 _  deale 


1 Sam. 14.41. 


T. G. 


7O 


negantem 1101 it 
ulterins diſputan- 
dum. 


b See my Booke 
of Lots, Chap, 2. 
Sect. 7. 
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deale no more further with ſuch an one, than 


a Contra principt 2 with one that denieth princeples a 


The Aſſumption is this, The lohteit matters 
beft ſort with thenature of a Lot. 

This Mr. B. denieth too, and by denying ic 
therefore, it ſeemeth his dentall is grounded 
vpon his former diſtinit:0n; which yer he ſeem- 
eth to apply not to the Propoſitren ic ſelfe de- 
nied, bur to the anteceaent of the proofe, to wit, 
that 4 Lot & amutter of preat oncertarztie. T'o 
which he an(wereth, that a Lot zn reluitor! to. the 
Creature wſed init i caſuall; in relatiou to Gods 
whole azpoſing the creature, Prou. 16.33. (winch 
place will come to be cxarmnined liereafter 1n 
his due place) s certarne. It his meaning be this, 
that it is vncertaine in regard of the Creatures 
either vling it or vſed in it, but certarne in regard 
of God in his prouzdence dilpolizg it, who ci- 
ther doubteth of the one, or denicrh the other ? 
or what is ſaid more of 4 Zor herein than is true 
bofany contingent Act,whiciher caſuall or other? 
But it his meaning de that God doth certainly 
euerdiſpoſe every Lot according to the nature 
of the thing that is by it queſtioned ; as that the 
berter part in a diuilion vnequally made, ſhall 
goe with him that hath the better right, the 
office in an eieRton, with him that is fitreft for 
it : or againe, ſo that in the ſame caſe 1t ſhall 
ever fall out the ſame ſtil] certainly, as if in di- 
uiding of commodities bought in common, 
when for the parting ot them the Zot hath beene 


cat once,and the one party ſhall remaine vnſa- 
tisfed, 


r Ss 

againſt Mr, B*. Reply. 
tisfied, ſuſpeRing or pretending that ſome 
fraud was vſcd in it, that vpon the ſecond or 
the third caſting too, it ſhall {till certainly goe 
the ſame way [t chis I ſay, be his meaning, (as 
the one oi theſetwo it mult needs be, orelſe it 
is nothing to the purpoſe) experience ir (elfe 
will ſoone contute him; and as to him there- 
fore that denieth the fire to be hot, I will wiſh 
him onely ts thru#t his finger into the flame, 
ſo to him that ſha!l denie 4 Zo to be of vncer- 
faine euent, I will wilh him only to make triall 
of it. | 


So that Imargeell much, that he findetha Lotto TI. B. 

be not fit to be wſed.in any weighty affaire: For 
why ? Diuiding the. Land of promiſe, Num, 2.6. 
55+ by Lot : diſcouering Achan, 1oſh.1 4. Chuſing 
a King, 1 $4M.1Q,2.0.84. and of an Apoſtle, Att. 
£26. were they nos weight) affaires ? Nay rather 
the premiſes. conſidered, a'Lot may more lawfully 
be ſed about: weighty affaires, . . 


| | Leauing and paſling wholly by the inforce. T. G. 
ments - before foken .of - brought for, the 
ſtrengthning of mine Antecedent, which hee 
ſhoutd rather haue dealc withall; nor: denying 
the Conſequence, which 5 he. giugth therefore as «© Tlw alu os 
granted; :M', B,, here.cofitrary to all .ryles of "Y2gmnes WG 
diſpute. denieth the Conſequers, or in plainer '5,; ue, conſen 


termes, the. Concluſion of mine Enthymem or tire videtur. Boxif. 
8 6«ae Reg, Int. 


imperfect Syllogiſme : And: by another Earhy- © 
mens grounded on foureimſrances, endeuoureth 
to 


Oo one ner one — —_ 


72 


d Of Lots,Chap. 
4. Sect, Io. pag, 
67, 68, 


Defence of M*.C8, Arguments, 
to proue the dire& contrary to it. His Args- 
ment is this : 


The dinifion of the land of promiſe, the diſcone- 
rie of Achan, the chuſing of 4 King, and an Apo« 


ſtle, all done by Lot,were weighty affaires. 


Therefore 4 Lot may more lawfully be wſed 
about wetohty affaires, than about affaires of le{/e 
weignt. 

For the Antecedent, I might well queſtion 
one branch of it concerning the druiſion of the_> 
Land of Promiſe by Lot,,ot which alſo I haue 
ſpoken © elſe-whereat large, and roauoid pro- 
lixitie referre thicher my Reader. Onely thus 
much for the preſent. Whether that Zoz were 
0r4inarie and now imitable or no, may be que- 
ſtioned. If ic were done with reſpe&t to a tor- 
mer prophecie, and with expeQation that the 
ſeats of the ſeuerall 77bes ſhould by vertue of 
the Lot fall out anſwerably thereunto,it wasex- 
traordinarie, and notimitable now of any with- 
out the like ſpeciall ground. If it were done 
onely to determine which ſhare each Tribe- 
ſhould haue of the Zandas equally as conld be 


divided ; thoughthe buſineſle it ſelfe,to wit,the 


diuiding of the Land was weighty, yet that 
which the Lot was to doe in- this bulinefle 
was it'felfe of no great weight ; for* it was 


not much materiall which partthis or that Tribe 


had, when little difference was betweene part 
and part; yea the ele difference there was, the 


leſle incqualitie there could be; the lefle ine- 
-qualitiethere could be, the lefle weighty it was 


how 


againſt MF. B*. Reply. 
kow the Lot went ; againe, the leſſe danger of 
inequalitic, the lawfuller the Lot, and conſe- 
quently the leſle weighty the euent, the lawful- 
ler till the Lot. So that this inſtance either is of 
the ſame ſtampe withthe other three, and muſt 
receiuethen the ſame anſwer with them ; or if 
it beof another kinde, yet it confirmeth not the 
conſequent, becauſe neither was that of much 
weight thatthe Lot was to doetherein,nor will 
it follow, 4 Zot was wed once (yea ſay more 
than once) im 4 weighty affaire ; therefore a Lot 
may more lawfully be wſed about weighty af- 
farres, than it may about theſe that are of leſſe_- 


hw | 

his premiſed for that branch' of the Anze- 
cedent ; I denie now ME. Bs. not Conſequent,but 
Conſequence. Andthat for two cauſes : 1. Be- 
cauſe though it were granted that the in//ances 
were to purpole, yet the Conſequent will nor ne- 
ceſſarily flow from thence ; 1» ſach three caſes 
and pon ſuch occaſions a Lot was wſed in weigh- 
tie affaires : therefore « Lot may more lawſuly, 
&c. as before. All that will follow ; all granted 
that Mr, B. himſelfe requireth ; is but this, 
Therefore in weighty affaires ſometimes a Lot is 
not unlawful; or (for Thad almoſt forgotten 
my ſelfe) thewſe of a Lot & lawfall. 

2. Becauſe the zyfaxces are nothing to pur- 
poſe, being of ſuch Zots-as were extraordinaric, 
and are not now imitable, as may appeare by 
Mr, Bs, owne. grants in the very next words 
to theſe. The Queſtion _—_— the lawfull w/ 

0 
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of a Lot,thatis, howand wherein we may law- 
fall» vie Lors,& whether in ſuch Lots as we may 
zow lawfaily wſe, the leſſe weiohty the matter be, 
the lawfuller the Lot is, Now to diſproue mine 
Atfirmatine herein, or to proue the contrary 
th2reunto, MF. B. produceth three Inſtances of 


Lots vied in ſuch caſes, as none lawfully now 
may vie them in ; in ſome whereof indeed, had 
not the Lot by an extra2rdinarie prouidence bin 
certainly dire&zd, the euent was in hazard to 
haue beene of toule and tearetull conſequence, 
cither ſome innocent condemned, or ſome vn- 


fic perſon deligned toa place of the higheſt mo- 


ment. Chat theſeexamples are ſuch,] haue ſhew- 
ed enidently * elfe-where, which Mr. B. ought 
to haue taken notice of. Nor will any wiſe man, 
crow, be ſoabſurd or ſenſlefle, as ro imagine, 
that to finde out 4 theefe or a murtherer, or the 


like, 4 Lot may now be vſed, or that z# choiſe of 


a Kinz, where the place is ele&iue, 4 Zot may be 
calt vpon the bodie of the State without excep- 
tion of any, as /z Sauls caſe it was, for the ſet- 
ling of the ſucceſſion, leſt ic ſhould fall out as 
icdid * with the lewes, when they cait Lots for 
an High-Prieit, the Lot lighting vpon © a moſt 
lily ignorant Afle, So that to reaſon on this 
wile is all 0n2,the very lelf-ſame,with this, O#r 
Szniour * Chrift opened ones eyes with clay, mat- 
ter fitter to put out than to 0d13 a mans eyes.There- 
fore ſuch matter as will rather put out than open 
a mans eye is fitter to bev/ea in the like caſe than 
ay other. Or, 4 Lot was ſometime ſed by Gods 
ſpectall 
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againſt MF.B*. Reply. 


ſpecial appointment in ſome weighty affaires 


wherein we may not now lawfully w/e it : There- 


fore a Lot may more lawfully be wſed of ws in 


weighty affaires, than i may be in thoſe that be of 
leſſe weight. 

Burt will you heare MF. B. controlling him- 
ſelfe, and ouerthrowing what he here buildeth ? 
Read me but his next words. 


But indeed, whether the ſubiect matter be mare 
or leſſe weighty, a Lot may be wſed about it, pro- 
widedit be with Gods allowance. For want whereof 
both Dininatorie and Luſoriois Lots be equally un- 
lawfel. 


1. Had MF, B. before put in as much as here 
he doth, whether the ſubiei? matter be more or 
leſſe weighty, he had neither wronged mine A4r- 
gument, and hee might eaſily haue diſcouered 
much difference in this very point betweene 
the wſe of a Lot,and the w/e of an Oath. 

2. Are all Diainatorie Lots unlawful? then 
are all thoſe three examples before alledged of 
Lots onto vs ar leaſt wholly unlawfull, For 
they were all Dzuinatorie, ayming at the diſco- 
uerie of that which no wit or skill of man was 
able by any meanesto reachto : and by Mr.Bs. 
owne ground and grant therefore not now al- 
lowable. As for luſorie Lots, ſub indice lis 
ef; it is the Queition, which M*.B. too off 
beggerh. 


L 2 Or 
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Or more particularly for the preſent buſt- 
neſſe : A marter of meere indifferencie, that is, 
ſuch as a man may lawfullyeither doe or not 
doe, and it is not materiall whether he doe or 
omit, fixch may aman lawfully putetthertothe 
will of another, or tothe hazard of the vncer- 
taine motion of any creature whether he (hall 
doe it or not doe it. But the vſing of a Lot in 
pame (or the vſing of it inany bulineſle, be ir 
ſerious or luſorious , qualified and: cautioned | 
as before) is but the patting of a matter of 
meere indifferencie to the hazard of an vncer- 
taine event, to wit, who hall ioyne or and 
out, who ſhall lead or follow, who ſhall ouere - 
come or yeeld to the other fide, &c. which are 
matcers meerely indifterent, ſuch-as may with- 
out (inne be either done or forborne; either 
done the one way or the other. The vſethere- 
fore of a Lot in ſuch caſes, and the putting of 
ſuch matters to the hazard of a Lot, is not cuill 
{umply in it ſelfe, | 


The other ſhape of his Reaſon , mare particu- 
lazly as be ſaith, for the preſent buſineſſe ts this, 
A matter of meere indifferencie, that ts, ſuch 

a5 4 man may lawfully doe or not doe, and it i nos 
material whether he doe or omit, ſuch may a man 
lawfully put tothe hazard of the uncertaine moti- 
on of the Creature, whether he fhall doe it or uot 
dee it .But the wſing of a Lot in Game us but the pat< 
ting of a matter of meere indifferencie to the ba- 
zard of an oncertaine euent, Therefore the put- | 
ting 


againſt MF. Bs. Reply." 
ting of ſuch matters to the hazard of a Lot is not 
euill fumply in it ſelfe, 


Mr, B. cannot (it ſeemeth) for his life relate 
any Argument of mine as he ought, For 

r. Herein the A//umptzon he leaueth out that 
that ought not to haue beene omitred, to wir, 
of a Los qualified and cautioned as before,withour 
which mine 4/amption were indeed very falſe. 

2. He mangleth-my Concluſion, leaving out 
the very principall part of it, to wit, Therefore 


the ſe of 4 Lot in ſuch caſes, &c. that he might - 


finde ſome matter of exception againſt it, - 
But his exceptions tot follow. - 


Wnat a trembling Argument is this? 


I ſee, a man-muſt be yery peremptorie that 


dealeth with M*. B. orelſe he ſhall benothing 
worth. Bur I ſhall deſire him to pardon me, - 


it I be nor ſo peremptorie, as hee and ſome 
other are. 

But wherein, thinke we, doth this 5rembling 
and timoronſneſe dilcouer it ſelfe ? 


In the Propoſition he ſpeaketh of a Lot inthe for- 
mer acception. 1n the Aſſumption, of a Lot in the» 
latter acception. Indeed a man may be bolder with 
the Creature, [0 it be without relation to God, thay 
with the Creator bimſelfe. 


What :rembling argued, this, 'if I did ſo? as 
indeed I doe nor. And Mr, B”, eye-light,. i 
L} ſeemeth, 


—_ WW — 


T.G 


R et by. 
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ſeemeth, failed him when he made this excep- 
tion. For how can I zn the Propoſition take 4 
Lot either in this or that acception, when there 
15,0 word at all of 4 Zot in it? aseven Mr. B, 
himſelfe relateth ir. In the A//umprion I ſpeake 
of 4 Lot as it is ordinarily taken, and as him- 
« Mr. P. Dialog. fſelfe out of Zyra in effte& detineth it, for * a wa- 
riable enent (or a caſuall rather) applied unto the 
deciding of ſome doubt, which thar ir hath any 
ſpeciall relation to the Creator, more than any 
other ordinarie ciuill Actions haue,is denied. 
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L B. Inthe Propoſition he afftrmeth lawfulnes : but 
concludeth onely, as not exill ſimply in themſclues, 


7.6. Theſe ® zw1iſe ſod Coleworts wee had more 
> as au than once ſerued in before : nor deſerue they 
IjeTY, Ocid:t 
miſeros crambe rc- any anſwer. 
petita legentes. Iti- 


ny — Indeed the Concluſion is to follow the worſe 
"fart. But inthis Argument the Aſſum} tion is par- 


ticular, and the Concluſion i general, 


6. The 4ſamption is, But the vſing of a Lot in 
2ame ,or in any other buſineſſe ſerious or luſorious, 
nalified aud cautioned 4s before, is, Nc. And the 
Concluſion, The w/e therefore of a Lot in ſuch 
caſes 1s, &c. And where were M*, Bs, wits 

(thinke we) then, when he writ this ? 


I. B. What ? 15 M". G. afraid to pat (The ſing of a 
Lot in game) into theConcluſion? 


M-.G, 


_— Oo Ab AF a. hs. nah 


wat Sragng ye 26 PIR ener 


agamſr WI. D'. Keply, '- 
MF. G. is not afraid to put tt in; for he doth 
it in effe&. But M*.B. (who with all faithful- 
neſ/e, if you will belecue him, relatech Mr, Gs, 
Arguments) cutteth 1t out himſelte in the rela- 
ting of ir, and then asxeth MF, G. why he put- 
teth it notin. If this be not childilh, I know 
not what is. It is like the Papr//s dealing with 
vs, that clip the tongue of antiquitie, and then 
aske vs why wedoenot or dare not alledpeir. 


Is not the Minor to be the Sabiedt, and the Ma- 
ior to be the Preaicate of the Conclafion ? 1 will 
not queition the figure of this pretended _Argu- 
ment,if Sub, pre, prima, will ſerue the turne_-. 
And thouzh | finde it in ua mood, yet will 1 anſwer 
the two fore-preces thereof. 


That part of the 2/iner and M407 is to be ſo, 
I grant ; and thar i ſuppoſe Mr. B. meant. And 
thatitis ſo in mine Argument would haue caſli- 
ly appeared, if M*,B. bad related the Concluſion 
aright. 

The Argument thus ſtandeth. 

To put a matter of meere indifferencie to be done 
or not done to thehazard of the oncertaine ma- 
tion of any creature whether it ſhall be done or left 
wvnaone, is lawful. | 

But the wſing of a Lot in any buſineſſe,be it [e- 
ri:16 or luſorions, ſo qualified and cautioned as be- 


fore, is no other than the putting of 4 matter of 
ſuch meere mnaifferencie tothe hazard of the crea- 


tures Vnceriaine motrin. 


Therefore 


TY 


T. G. 


I. B. 


7, G. 


- Controucyſia, 

quando de re gua- 
piam (8777001145 
ikr, oC lis aligaa 
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Therefore the ſe of a Lot in ſuch caſes, be the 
baſineſſe ſerious or laſorious, i notenill of it ſelfe, 
or, it MF. B. will admit no other termes, 
l1wfull. | 

Thus is the Argument it (elfe cleared againſt 
MF. B*. exceptzons ; let vs heare his further 4»- 
ſwer to the two fore-peeces of it. 


The former tis not true, except M*, G. under. 
ſtand a matter of meere indifſerencie controuerted, 
For though ſuch a matter may be the Subiet? mat- 
ter of a Contronerfie, yet a- matter controuerted 
i the onely ſubiett matter of 4 Lot ;, otherwiſe it 
is 10 Lot, as M*. G. truly writeth enexinthu caſe, 
2.167. If M*.G. ſo vnderitand, then there ts 
ſome neceſſitie of ending the Controuerſie put to 
the determination of a Lot. And conſequently is 


& not then meerely in the will of a man whether 
he fhall doe 78, or not decit. 


That 7 /ay there i n0 Lot, where no Controuer- 
fee 55,is vntrue. I ſay onely, Where no queition 
or Contronerſie t.-For 4 que/tion may be where 
4 Controner ſie is not. Since that « Controner ſie 
1s properly ©- 4 2ueition betweene two parties 
contending ;and « Queition therefore more large 
than it. But vnleſſe ſome ſuch controuerſie be 
about the matter of indifterencie to be done or 
not done, my-former fore-peece, faith MF. B. &« 
not true. If it bethen, belike itis. What M*.B. 
would ſay, I know not. Whathedoth ſay is 
this : To put 4 matter of indifferencie ſo to the 
+ | © hazard 


 apdinſi MF. Bs, Rephy. 


hazard of an wuncertaine enent, in a matter of con- 
trowerſie is lawfull. But, To put it to hazard [0 


out ofmatter of controxerſie, it © not lawfull, The 
reaſon hee giueth why it is lawfull in the for- 


mer, is becauſe there s ſome neceſſitie then of ending 
the comtrouerſie put to the determination of a Lot, 


and conſequently it is not then meerely in the will of 


man whether he ſhall doe it, or not doe it, Where 
1. Mr. B.is too bulie with 4 Zor, when itis not at all 
in the Propoſition, 2, He preſumeth that where- 
ſoeuer any Controuerſie is, there cannot be but by 
Lot a determining of it. Which is ſo vatrue, as 
that the contrary rather is moſt true, that nothing 
may be decided by Zor, but that that may by other 
meanes alſo be decided. ' 3. Hee milinterpreteth 
my words when I ſay of a thing that may be done, 
as if they were meant of putting or not putting the 
matterin queſtion to the hazardous euent, whereas 
my words are plaine of the doing or not doing the 
thing it ſelfe, which for the doing or not doing is 
referred tothat hazard. Butifinany caſe it be law- 
full, that no way hurteth me. 

The reaſon he rendreth why it is vnlawfullin the 
latter is, becauſe [ach a matter wnleſſe it be controuer- 
ted, cannot be the ſubieit matter of 4 Lot ; which we 
haue nothing yet to doe withall. And the words 
therefore, as they are vntrue, nor doe I any where 
ſo ſay, ſo they are altogether impertinentto the pre- 
ſent Propoſition. Here 1s MF. B*. Argument : There 
can be no Lot where no Contronerſiets. Therefore to 
put the queſtion concerning a matter of indifferencie 
to the haFard of ſome _— exent whether it ſhall be 


done 


= 


4 Dialog. ex Ly- 


Ta7NG, 


I. B, 


T. G. 


I. B. 


T, G. 
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done or not done, wnleſſe ſome coutrouerſie be about 
it, is uularfull. Both the Antecedent is vntrue 3 and 
the Conſequence vnſound, He might better haue 
ſaid, Where no Controwerſie is, no Lot can be : there- 


fore (ſuppoſing har ro be true) it is no; poſizble for 


any man to put ſuch a queſtion to a Lot or to ſuch a ca« 


ſuall enent, as there is no Contronerſie of. For it is fti- 


uojous for oneto ſay, it is not lawfull for 4 man ts 
doe that, which by bis owne grounds and grants « 
impojtible. 


In the other peece 1 obſerue, that Mr. G. ſpeaking 
of 8 Lotin the ſecond acception, ſuppoſeth it to be un« 
certaine. Which # begging the queition, for the reaſon 
ginen to hz former ſhaped Argument. 


1 beg not any queſtion ; but diſpute from the very 
definition of a Lot, to wit, 4 caſuall, or as * Mr. B, 
himſelfe ſpeaketh, 4 variows enent, w/ed for the de- 
ciding of ſome doubt. The wing, ſay I, of a Lot in 
game or otherwiſe where the thin? queiioned i ſuch 
a4 may be doxe or left undone, i the putting of a mat- 
ter of meere indifferencie ro the hazard of an vncer- 
tarne euent, Nor can any man that dciiieth nor that 
definition, deny the truth of this propoſution foilows: 


ing neceſlarily tromit; 


' Neither is it true that if in game, a controaer fie 
(truly ſo termed) be decided by a Lot, a malier then 
of meere indifferencie is put to ha7 ard. 


Whether 4 controverfie in game be by Lot ener de- 


wn - 44% + — . 


ciaed » 


againſt M". B*. Reply. 


cided, though there be oft, is not by me here que- 
ſtioned, nor doth the ſtrength of mine Arexment 
depend thereupon. Bur that 4 matter of indiffe- 
rencie & put to the hazard of 4 Lot in enery Lot ſo 
qualified, as I had before required, muſt needs be, 


when © one of the Cautzons there required is that * Of Lots, chap. 


F 


the matter put to the hazard and deciſion of a Lot be a 5% 4: 


thing indifferent. Yea itis againſt common ſenſe to 
ſay thar the matters put to the hazard of 4 Zot in 
Game viually, (as who ſhall be on this (ide and who 
on thar, who ſhall haue the precedencie at Tables or 
Cheſſe, who ſhall haue theſe and who thoſe cards to 
make his Game with, and the like) are not things 
meerely indifferent. If they be ſuch, and there be 
controuerfie there-about, then by M-. Bs. owne 
grants, they may be put 79 the hazard of 4 various 
exent,that is in ſhort, to 4 Lo7, as himſelfe defineth 
it. Thar they are ſuch no man of reaſonable vnder- 
ſtanding will denie; nor that controverſic may be 
about them in Game. 17t is lawfull therefore by 
Mr, B*. grounds !9//e 4 Lot zn Game abour them. 


Brut more hereof in 2 yi hirs R eply. Ti meAne W hile 
conſider, whetber this ſecond ſhape be more particu- 
larly for the preſent buſineſſe,ſo as to conclude the2 
Queition thanthe former, 


Indeed as Mr. B. had diſmembred my Concls- 
feonit was not: otherwiſe itis, 


And note, that in both theſe Shapes, onely liohtneſſe 


«nd indifferencie of matters put to Lotterie are preſſed 


M 2 fs 


_— 
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41 cauſes moZt inſtifying a Lot, yea ſo, as that in the 
confirmation of his former ſhaped Arguments Propo- 
ſition, be poſitinely affirmeth, that we (hall finde a Lot 
pot fit to be ſed in a weighty affaire. If ſo, then 
weightineſſe and nece{itie of matters contronerted 
make Lotterie leſſe lawfall, if not altogether unlawfull. 
But of that alſo more in that Reply. 


Albeit it be ſufficient to carry my Cauſe, that 
the lightneſſe of the matters queitioned be no plea 


ſufficient agarnit the vſe of a Lot z neither is it ar 


all preſſed here in the latter ſhape,as hetermeth it : 
yet true it is that I affirme theliphte7# matters to ſort 
bet with the nature of it, and that it us not fit to be_> 
w/ed in any weighty affairez to wit, where it is a 
matter of weight and much conſequence whether 
it fall this or that way. Which neither ſay I alone, 
as my margine may there ſhew ; nor doe I nakedly 


afirme it, but adde ſomething to ſtrengthen it: 


And M-. B. though he haue oft againe and againe 
carped at ir, yet neither offceth he to refute it,nor ta- 
keth notice of the backing of it, but poſteth it off 
ſill co a further place. Yea I afhirme now further, 
what M*, B.in part hereupon inferreth, to wit, that 


the weiehtineſſe of the buſineſſe , in regard of the 


event, maketh Lotterie the leſſe lawful, nor to be - 
condeſcended vnto without very great neceſhtie, 
ahd to be vſed with far much more care and cau- 
tion than were otherwiſe needfull in it. And I ſay 
therefore the leſſe lawfull in ſuch caſe, becauſe there 
muſt needs be a faulteither in the party ſo vling ir, 
orin thoſe that vrgethe vſe of it, whenio ſuch caſe 
it 


ageinſt Mr. BY. Reply. 
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it is condeſcended vnto. The reaſon is evident. 


For if the matter to be decided by Zoz be weighty 
in regard of the event of ir, then muſt it needs be of 
great moment which way the Lot falleth, IF it be 
of great moment which way the Lot falleth,then as 
it may prove well if it fall the one way, ſo it muſt 
needs produce much inconuenience if it fall out the 
other way, and the more inconuenience,the weigh- 
tier the thing is in regard of the event. If it muſt 
needs then produce ſuch inconuenience if it doe 
fall chat way, then co put it to the hazard of falling 
that way, is to put the matter vpon hazard of ſuch 
inconuenience. But to put the matter ypon the ha- 
_ _zard of a Lot, is to put it vpon hazard of falling 
that way, fince that the Lot may fall out cither 
way, for ought they know that make vſe of it, or 
elſeitis no Lot; and therefore to put ſuch weighty 


t Aut malum eſt, 
aut a malo, Matth. 
5.37. Non ait, qui 
arp! us ficit, ma- 
ls 65t; wv ſaquid 
fit amplizts malim 
eſt: ſcd quod ams 
plus e5t a maio elt. 


matter to thedecifion of a Lot, is toput it vpon ha- /id querecujus, & 


zard of much inconuenience. Which to doe ( as 
ſome ſay of a» 04th in ſome caſes) * iteither is evil, 
or itis of exill; it is euill inthe party himſelfe that 
voluntarily doth it, it is from euill in others, when a 
man is vrged thereunto. But for the fyrther confit- 
mation hereof, I refer the Reader to 5 that place, 
where I handle the Canizonof Connenience. 

For matter of 1ndifferencie, | wonder that M*.B. 
dare except againſtir: And lauow here confident- 
ly, withouttremilite ayd fearefulneſſe, (which MF. 
B.ſooft layeth in'my diſh) that nothing but what is 
indifferent may lawfully be put wnto the deciſion of a 
Lot. And 1would know of Mr. B. whether he dare 
defend that ay either am dutie, or att euill in 

2 | it 
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it ſelfe, may lawfully be pat to the deciſion of 4 Lot, 
wherher it ſhall bedone or no. If.he dare not iuſti- 
fi: the putting of cither to the deciſion ofa Lot, he 
muſt needs grant that indifferexcie (which here he 
ſticketh ſo much at) is 4 zece//arie affection of ſuch 
things as may lawfully be put thereunto. Bur of 
this art large ® in my firſt Canton; which M-, B, 
ought to haue taken notice of, and to haue anſwe- 
red if he could. 

For Xeceſſ1tze, it is true, nor doe I denie it, but 
that ic may make ſome Lotteries lawfull ro ſome, 
that for them otherwiſe ro condeſcend vnto were 
viterly vnlawfull. As neceflitie topreuent a greater 
miſchiefe, may make a man yeeld to giue his purſe 
to atheefe, 'or to caſt his wares into the ſea, which 
otherwiſe he ought not to doe : So necefſitie to pre- 
uent a far greater tnconuentence may inforce a man 
to put the loling of that to the hazard of a Zot which 
he hath very good right to,and but for the auoiding 
of ſuch grieuous.inconuenience he mighrnot law- 
fully depart wich,or put the loſle of it to the hazard 
of a Lor. Noris the Lot therefore the more vnlaw- 
full vnto him either in regard of the Weceffrrie, or of 
the 1nconueniexce that thereupon may accruegbeing 
yeelded toto redeeme a greater. And yet well may 
the Zot it ſelfe in ſome ſenſe be ſaid truly, to be in 
regard thereof the more vnlawfull, than if no fuch 
either necefztie inferced, or inconuentence accompanied 
it, becauſe the vſe of it is not wholly free from ini- 
quitie on ſome {ide. And this, ] hope, will ſuffice, for 
the preſent, to ſtay the mindes of any impartiall 
{romentertaining a preiudice concerning my 1#dge- 
mens 
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ment deliuered in this pozxt ; (which Mr. B. is ſo oft 

ſnarching ar, as if it were a moſt ſeſleſe conceit, 

when indeed nothing is moreeuident, it ic be well Cas ptr, 

weighed) vntill the rime come that Mr, B, will mmnabicay md 

vouchſafe ro dzale indeed with it, as © he telleth ys 779: 1% poet. An 
Th:eained priſons? 


fill and hath cold vs oftthar he will, we ſay, line las | 


T be third Argument, 


'T Hirdly, if thevſe of Lotsin game be of it ſelfe: T. G. of Lets, 
euill, then mult it needs be a {inneeitheragainſt Chap.4. SeF, 
Piety in the firſt Table, or againſt Charitie in the 6. Argum, 3. 
ſecond. For euery morall euill muſt needs be a 
: © breach of Gods Law, the whole ſumme and ſub- © S772 ww54;z. 
ſtance whereof being compriſed -in- thoſe * req !/3:4; 
Edits of thoſe 8 two Tables, euery breach thereof CTY 
muſt of necefficie be brought within compaſle of * Peat.10.4.ceccm 
the one of thoſe twaine, and ſo conſequently con- 5722* {ie 4:5 
uinced to be a branch either of Impiety againſt the z/. 3.15 &-4 3c 
one, or of Iniquitie againſt the other. 8. 14. Oc. NY 
; x © ay A 3s Excad.;1.13. 
But the Vie of Lots ingame isnotinit ſelfe,or of 1447.9.15 016. 
it ſelfe a {tnneeither againſt Piery, or againſt Cha- 
ritie. 
To ſpend time and words in proving that the 
ve of a Lot in game asitisa Lor, is not againſt 
charitie, as that it 1s no breach of charitie for men 
to draw Cuts or caſt Arrowes, who ſhall bowle or 
Soot firſt, were both ſuperfluous and ridiculous ; 
ſuperfluous, becauſe ic were to proue what no man 
denieth 3. ridiculous, becaule it were. td _—_ 
wonat 
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what no wiſe man will auow. And yet to charge 
a luſorious Lot with Impietie, hath as little groand 
as the other. 

For the manifeſting hereof let thus much be con 
ſidered, that all Implietie may be referred to theſe 
b two heads, either the prophaning of hallowed 
things,or the hallowing of things prophane: ſince it 
cannot be imagined how any Impiety ſhould be co- 
mitted bur either by denying holy things their due 
reſpe&, or by giuing the ſame where it 1s notdue. 
Bur luſorious Lotsare not of themſelues guilty in 
either of theſe kindes. In the latter kinde euen their 
greateſt aducriaries will cleare them, there being 
no colour to charge them with the hallowing of 
ought that is not otherwiſe holy. Andin the for- 
mer kinde they may be cleared alſoby the grounds 
of Gods Law, to wit, from the prophaning of 
ought that is holy, For the thing vſed in them isa 
Lot: and nothing can be prophaned by them bur 
what is vſed in them : (by Lots, I meane ſimply as 
they are Lots, for to make Lots of holy things, as 
of parcels of Scripture, or of the Elements conſe- 
crate in the Sacrament, &c.is not any thing concer- 
ning the nature of a Lot, bur an abuſe cleauing to 
itin ſome particular mens practiſe of it, and ſuch as 
is to be ſeuered therefore in this our diſcourſe from 
it.) But a Lot is no holy thing, cither of ir ſelfe 
and in it owne natnrez or by vertue of any diuine 
inſtitution. For of theſe two. ſorts areall holy things 
whatſoeuer, either they are holy of themſelues and 
in their owne nature, as i God himſelfe, and © his 
titles and attribures are, or elſe they come mw 

| Ucn, 
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ſuch, whereas in their owne nature they arenot, by 
meanes of ſome ſpeciall diuine inſtitution — 
ing and ſeuering them to ſome holy vſe, as * the 
Arke, ®the Tabernacle, ® the I emple,*®the ſeuenth 
day of the world before Chriſt, and ? the firſt day 
of the weeke {ince Chriſt. Now in neither of theſe 
reſpe&s can a Lot be ſaid tobe holy, not of it (elte, 
or in it owne nature, foritis nothing elſe but any 
caſuall euent applied to the determining or deci- 
ding of ſome doubt: Where the matter of it, a 
mecre caſualtie, as it is a caſualtie hauing no holi- 
neſle at all in ic of it ſelfe (for 1 then ſhould all 
caſualties in like manner be ſuch) can much leſle 
gaine or procure any holineſle to it ſelfe by any 
mans application of it to any end whatſocuer,much 
lefſe by the applying of it to a prophane or com- 
mon end, be it more or leſle weighty. 

Neither is a Lot holy by any diuine inſtitution 
ſince cuery ſuch inſtitution muſt haue warrant from 
ſome word; and there cannot be produced any 
word of inſtitution , whereby Lots are ſpecially 
ſanQified and ſer apart to ſuch vſes as may bring 
them within the compaſle of things holy and ſa- 
cred. If any particular Lots haue at ſome time 
beene lo vied, that can no more impart holinefle to 
all Lots in generall, thaghe religious vie of * water 
in Baptiſme, yea inthe * Baptilme of ourSauiour, 
and the ſacred vſe of © bread and wine in the Lords 
Supper can * make all water, orall bread and wine 
in generall to be holy, and ſo conſequently debarre 
men of the ordinarie and common vle of thoſe cre- 
atures either for the neccfhtie of nature or for law- 


full delight. N Thoſe 


9 


Nutt. 4.5.15. & 
7.89. Levit.16,2. 
m Excd. 29. 42, 
43344: &30. 25, 
26, 29, 
n Pſal.5.7.6 11.4, 
& 65.4. er 68.5. 
9 Gen.2.3. Exod. 
20. 3, 1. 31, 
13,14,15,16,17. 
P APC.T.10, 
Act.20.7. 
I Cor.16.2, 
4 Ouwd convent 
talt, quatenys tale, 
cont enit omnitals, 


r Iohz 2, 26, 3Is 
Epheſ. 5.26. 

 Matth.3.16. 
Lth 3.21. 

t Matth.26.26,27, 
28,29. I C87,11, 
23,24,25,26,27, 

U Viſe Caſaub. ad 

Barn. annal. ann. 

$T-21101.19. (0ntr4 

Chryſcit. homil. de 

bapt. Cbr. e> Iacob, 

ac FuUriacic5 4, 


__ CEE FETIE 


go 


x Santi ſaclle, 


|. B. d 
Anſwer, 


Defence of M*.Q, Arguments, 


Thoſe therefore are amiſſe that allow Lots in 
game, and yer adde for a Caution, that great rexe- 
rence and religiouſneſſe be ſed inthe attion;in regard 
that * Holy thizgs mu#t be dene in holy manner. For it 
Lots in genera!l,cuen ciuill as well as ſacred,be holy 
things, they may in no caſe with no Caution be 
made matter of ſport and paſtime, orof gameſome 
recreation ; nor can the light vſe of them be lo cor- 
reed and qualified, bur that ic will haue deadly 
poyſoneuen in the heart and pith of it, net adhe- 
ring or cleauing vnto the barke or outlide of it only. 
Bur ciuill Lots are not ſuch ; and therefore the-lu- 
ſorious vſe of them is not the prophaning of any 
holy thing. And if neither the vnhallowing of any 
thing hallowed, northe hallowing of any thing yn- 
halfowed, then can it not be brought within com- 
palle of impiety or ſinne againſt the firſt Table. 
And if it be cleared from all ſ1ane againſt the firſt 
Table, and be not charged by any with any ſinne 
againſt the ſecond Tablezit muſt needs reſt diſchars 
ged of all ſinne in generall, and conſequently be 
juſtified as agreeable ro Gods word. | 


1 proceed ta his third Reaſon,p.t3t. Whithis this : 

If the ſe of Lots in game be of it ſelfe euill, then 
m:/t it needs bea ſinne cither againſt Picty in the firſft 
Table, or apainſt Charitie in the ſecond, 

But the uſe of Lots in game is uot of: ſelfe a ſinxe 
azeinit either Piety or Charitie. 
* Therefore it mu#t be inſt ified as agreeable to Gods 
word. 

The Aſſuription is proved thu: : 
Ns 


again V - > ' \eÞ , 


No man anoweth the ſe of a Lot in Game (a: it is 
4 Lot) tobe againit Charitie : and a luſorious Lot is not 
the prophaning of any thing hallowed by any diaine_ 
Inſlitution, from the word, to any holy w/e. Therefore 
net againit Piety. Indeed if Lots be fol, they may in 
no caſe be made matter of ſport. 


I could wiſh that M".B. had dealc in this buſt- 
neſle as fairely with me, as I haue done with him : 
that he would haue giuen meleaue at leaſt * 0 zell 
xy tale in mine owne words. The beſt is, mine owne 
Text before related will he!pe both to ſhew what 
mine. Arguments are, and how maimedly by M*, 
B. they are euer. propounded.. But-to the point. 


Here 1 obſerue one of the faults which 1 found in 
the latter ſhape of the ſecond Reaſon, to wit, The Con- 
«luſiop containeth more than the premiſes. For the Con- 
slufiop-ſanh, A Lot in, game is agreeable to Gods 
word, and then it-muZt be good of it ſelfe, which is 
- more than not <uill of ir ſelfe. For that & good of it 
ſelfe, for doing whereof there u either precept or per- 
amiſſion in Goas word, Þ. 1.3 7+ 


' And, geod Reader,be pleaſedtolooke backe to 
what was before anſwered to this frivolous excep- 


7. G, 
R eply. 
" Vt meis verbis 
ſerſum meunm lo. 
quatur. Hieron.ad- 


verſe rt ore Ioant: 
Hierof. 


I. B. 


'T.'6, 


tion.: For Jam even weary of theſe cole-worts ſer- _ 
.ved in ſo oft. And takealong with thee. praythee, - 
alſo Mr. Bs. ſawce that he ſetteth on with them, (if 


thou findeſt any more ſauourthan I can-in ityta 


.giuc them the better reliſh. 
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But to the Aſſumption and j roofe thereof 1 anſwer; 
That the wſe of a Lot in Game is of it ſelfe a finne_2 
againit Piety, For it profaneth a 1,othallowed by di- 
nine inſlitution from the word : as ſhall be manifeited 
hereafter. 


Well, ti!l that hereafter come then, mine Argu- 
ment ſtandeth good. 


Yet here 1thinke fut briefly to ſhew two things, One 
#, That an Oath i hallowed to make an holy w/e of the 
teſtifying preſence of God, Ss 4 Lot is hallowed to 
make an holy w/e of the determining preſence of God. 
If Mr, G. denie a Lot tobe holy, except it hane a more 
remote holy wſe: 1 ſay, He may as well denie an Oath 
to be holy for that cauſe. More of this point in my ſe- 
cond Reply. 


' What M-. B. meaneth by all this I doe not- well 
vnderſtand: faue that he bezgeth the Dyefron piti 
fully, and applieth nothing of all this at all to mine 
Argument, orany part ofit.Yet a word ortwoto it. 

1. The Queſtion is, «tr#w fit, and Mr, B. telleth 
vs here quorſum fit, The Queſtion is, whether Lots 
be hallowed or n1 : and MF. B. telleth vs co-what end 
they be hallowed; * preſuppoling thar, that being in 


queſtion is to be.proued.. 


_ 4. Hetelleth vsthat an Oath & hallowed : > Whar 


£21107 qued on zn-,needs it ?, Tr IS -: holy of it onne yatare 4nd' ir it 
ſantto ſanttum fit. ED: + .- ws; org 


E A 10p Cures TO & .0n HOUR :5 x} v4, 08 Tv un +2) om Tet) $624). Cyril, Hievoſ. 


catech, myflag. Ste itaque Aug, de ſpir. & lit. 6, 26, Aliter dicimus, Deus ſantlificat ſanbtos 
ſuss, er, Sanflificetur nemen tuum, nam iUlud wucog quia ille facit- ſds eſſe fanfiss, qui 103 
erant ſanfli: bec autem ideo, ut qued ſemper apud ſe ſanttum et, ſantlum ctiam ab hominibus 
babeatur. | 


falfe: 


againſt Mr, B*. Reply. 


ſelfe : as the very definition of it it felfe will ſhew. 
And a man may as well ſay, that prayer is hallowed 


go make an holy ſe of the innocating of the name of 
God, as that an Oath is hallowed to make an holy wſe of 


the teftifring preſence of Go; or rather of callins 

'#n the teſtifying preſence of God ; it wee regard the 
true nature of an Oath. But ſo is nota Lot : they are 
nothing therefore alike. 


The other is, That w/e of a Lot is againit Picty,which 
& (1 ſay not [Not forbidden]#ur)[ Not warranted] 
by the word, For it is without faith : therefore a 
ſinne, yea impiety. So diſputeth MF. G. againit a di- 
uinatorie Lot,pag. 313.4nd ſo doe 1 a21init a luſori- 
015 Lot. 


Here wee returne to our old cole-worts againe, 
which, I ſee, will till bethruſt vpon vs, and we muſt 
not refuſe, vnleſſe we will ſeetne to ſay nothing to 
that that MF. B. faith co little purpoſe fo off. 

1, Here is the ditinfiop reuiued againe be- 
tweene not forbidden and warranted, As it that 
were not warranted, that is not forbidden. Let 
MF. B. remember what he fet vs on, when he ſer- 
ued in the ſame before in effet : * That is good for 
the doing whereof there s either precept or permiſſion. 
Hence I reaſon, Whatſoever is good is warranted ; 
whatſoeuer is permitted ts good : whatſocuer is not for- 
bidden i permitted : whatſoener therefore is not for- 
bidden, t warranted. But obſerue what conſequents 
will follow vpon this conceit of Mr. B*. to wit, that 
Some things that are not enill, (tor nothing is euil, 

N 3 that 
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| that is yot forbidden) yet are not warrantable by Gods 
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word : Seme things that are againi? wo part of Gods 
Law ; (for it they be againſt any part of ir, they are 
thercby forbidden) yet are finnes; for whatſoencr is 
not of faith is finne ; and whatſoeuer u not warranted, 
7s not of faith. Here are ſtrange P#ſitzons, and new 
Dzuinitie 5 and ſuch ir may be, as Ms, B, ſcarce 
dreamed of when he delivered this: and yet © fol- 
low they neceſſarily vpon the ſame. 

2. MF, B. paſhing by,as his manner is, the proofe 
of mine. Aſſumption betore denied by him, diſpu- 
teth againſt the Concluſion, or the Propoſition denied. 
But ler vs heare his 472ument - 

. That wſe, of a Lot is againit Piety, that is not war= 
ranted by the word. . "= 

But the wſe of a Lot in Game tis not warranted by the 

word : 
Therefore it & againſt piety. 

The Af#mption which he ſhould. prone eſpeci- 
ally, he proueth not at all. 

| The Propeſition, which indeed is vnſound allo, 
he proueth ſorily thus : " 

Whatſoever is not of faith i finne, yea impiety. 

t1hatſoencr #5 net warranted by the word, ts not of 

fatth : 
. Waatſoency therefore is uot warranted by the word, 
i againſt Piety. | 

T he Pro;ofitiontaken in ſtriQt ſenſe, as we diſpute 
here of Prety and Czaritie, the one comprehending 
the ſumme of the fir/# Table diſtin trom the ſe. 
cond,and the other of the ſecond Table diſtin from 


_ the firſt, is nottrue. Many things are done withaut 


faith, 


againſt M*.B*. Reply. 


faith, that is, withoat warrant from the word, which 
yet are not ottences properly and direQly againſt 
the fir (! Table. Bur the whole Syllogi/me granted no» 
thing hurteth me. - | 

3. How 1 diſpate againſt a Dininatorie Lot, Thaue 
betore ſhewed. Let M'.B. proue his 4/ſumprion 


aboue of the one, as I hauedone of the other, and 


I will yeeld him the lawfulneſle of them alike. 


If then a lrwfa!l Lot be holy it is, ſaith M.G, in no 
caſe tobe made matter of ſport. 


What meaneth this hex here ? can any man tell? 
Orhow is this inferred vpon ought that went be- 
fore ? Or what if MF. G. ſay ſo ? What doth 
that auaile M-. B. vnleſſe he can proucic ſo to be? 
* A ſuppoſition, we ſay, gineth nobeing to ought. Let 
M-. B. affume, and wake good his 4//umption ; and 
all will ſoone be at an end. -- - 


Nay, 1 may make yet more a4uantave. For 1 may 
ſay ; That maintainirg the we thereof in Gaming, as 
it i 4 Lot, bypractiſe, mich more by writing is again 
Charitie, as well 5 againſt Piety.. For ſo a weake bro- 
ther is offended, and conſequently Chriſt ſinned againſt, 
that brother being occaſuon:a,by error of indzement, to 
ſtumble. 1 haue this reaſoning from MF, G, himfel/e, 
P. 255+ | 


M-. B. I ſee, is halfe weary of his worke, that 
giveth Rill bur g ſhort Match at ir, and thea 
ſtarting 


I. B. 


* Hy;otbeſis ibil 


pail, BL /c, 
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b ſtarting aſide from it,© asthe «#&gyp//4a Dogs vie 
to doe, drinking in Az, runneth out into by-mat- 
tcrs that nothing concerne it. 

The Queſ/ion is, whether a Lot vſedin game ,as it is 
4 Lot, be againſt Charitic or no. MF, B, proueth itis, 
becauſe ſome weake ones are thereby ſcandalized, as if 
thewſe of exerie Lot in Game, whether in priuate, or 
in preſence of others, ſtrong or weake, mult needs 
afneceſlitie euer ſcandalize one or another ; or as 
if the ſcandall, when ſuch wereeither takenor given, 
did not ariſe either from the inconl1derate a of the 
one, or the erroneous conceit, cauſed it may bee by 
MF.B. of the other, or from both, andnot from the 

ature of the Lot ſo vied it ſelfe. By M-. Bs. rule, ts 
eat fleſh as it ts fleſh (to ſpeake as he ſpeaketh) or to 
eat it Upon ſuch a day as it is ſuch a day, {hall be agaznſt 
Charitie, and of it ſelfe ex;ll, becauſe ſome, and nota 
few, arc at ſome time ſcandalized thereat. 

But 7 haue ſinned againſt Charitie by writing my 
Booke, M*.B.of all other ſhould not charge mee 
therewith; for who ſeeth not, that inthis Ca»/ſe he 
will be deemed as 4 apartiie ? He writeth againſt che 
oſe of a Lot inGame, and thereby ſceketh to polleſle 
mens mindes with a ſuperſtitious conceit of it, 
which if another ſecke to remoue and caſe niens 
minds of, he condemneth them of breach of Charitze, 
{inning the meane while therein, though (I per- 
ſwade my ſelte) ignorantly, both againſt Pzerze and 
Charitie, and miniſtring thereby the cauſe of the_ 


{candail himſelfe. Yea, obſerue, I pray you, M". BY 


dealing in this buſinelle. Hee ſeemerh in his Epiſtle 


Deaicatorie to be*® doudtful whether heerre or no,o 
afhkcmeth 


affirmeth that he would be glad to wnderſtandit,it he 
doe. And yer no ſooner isany mans mouth open 
ro debate the matrer with him, bur he crieth our by 


and by,that they ſinne againit Charitie, in offering to 
zuſtifie a luſorie Lot, 
It ic be indeed a breach of Charrtze to diſcouer a 
roſle error, and to endeuour to remoue a ſcandall, ; ; 


by ſatisfying the mindes, and better informing the ſardalumſumitur, 
ulilins, ſcandalum 


iudgements of thoſethar are therefore {candalized # /424: 
2” - -1C. x Paſca permittitur, 
becauſe milinformed, I then contefle my felte guil- yum voirasrein 


ty herein. It not, letthe blame lie on the heads of 944%. Aug, delib. 
arb. Et Bedain de- 


thoſe thar at firſt cauſed the ſcandall, and of thoſe ,,,,.,,- 1 
that willfcauſle/?y rake ſcandali at thoſe that ſeeke to « 3. 


remoue It. 
The fourth Argument.” 


A Fourth Argument may be taken fromthe be- 7; G, gf res, 
nefir of Chriſtian liberty, by vertue whereof c©þp, 4. Sep. 


every Chriſtian man hath ? atree vie of all Gods 7, AYQuUm. 4s 
pood creatures to imploy them vnto ſuch purpoſes » 11bertatis Cbri 


as by any *-naturall power they are inabled vnto, 4, 25 teria, 
Wu! BUG YEYKINI EX 


within the bounds aboue mentioned. But in theſe ;.,;.,,m wr ſein- 
ordinarie, ciuill and diuiforie Lots, be they ſerious «jerentium rdigi- 
or luforious, the creature is vied to no other end or ea = _ 
HICTUIM. 3 [4 


vile, but what it bath a naturall power vito, and nun Hſurpareyaunc 
* ſuch as by the mutuall conſent and agreement of 9//ice maifercn 

ter liceat : birus 
corritio ft abcrit , nulla cenſcient!fy mferis auies, wnllis ſupccſttticnum [utiris ft fins + £0 
gdenm womeur, ut ſuper fefluram tranſuerſars incedere nefas ducarnr, Caltuin. 1a{tu. lib. 3. 
nÞp-19 S.7. z Ipfe pitlralcs rerun dotes ſaiis 0£:0aftrant, quorſum © quatenus 
- rae {eeat. Ivid. cap.10.S,2, * Soartibas ati litet m 7ebis potejiats nojure ſubditys. Rya- 
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thoſethat vſcir, it may be inabled toeffe&t. For 1t 
is in the naturall power of the creature vſed tg 
moue or to be moued diuerſly, and vncertainly in 
regard of thoſe tharmake vſe of it: and it is further 
in the power of it by their mutuall agreement to 
determine ſuch matters as are ordinarily wont to 
be determined thereby. Which therefore * ſo long 
as the vſe of itis kept otherwiſe free from ſuperſti- 
tion and impiety, or from iniuſtice and dilhoneſlie, 
ought no moreto beexiled from a Chriſtian mans 
recreations, than any other creature or ordinance 


[. B, 
Anſwer. 


T, Ge. 


Reply. 


whatſocuer that hath any naturall power to delight 
and giue contentment in that kinde. 


Now then with ſome comfort I proceed to the 
fourth Argument, as M'. G.calleth it, p. 13 4. 

By wertue of Chritian liberty, enery Chritian man 
hath a free w/e of all Gods good creatures,to imply thens 
wnts ſuch purpoſes as by any naturall power they are/s 
znabled upto, 

But in Iuſorious Lots the creature is wſed to no 
other end or v/e, but what it hath anaturall power n= 
to, and ſuch as by the mutaall conſent anaagreement of 
thoſe that w/e it, it may be imabled to effedt. 

Therefore it is no more to be exiled froma Chriſtian 
mans recreation, than any other creature that hath any 


Power 10 delight. 


With this Aronment Mr. B.dealeth juſt as with 
the firſt. Hee leaueth out (that hee may by that 


meanes finde matter to worke vpon) thoſe words 
in 


= 


apainſt VV. D*. epiy. 


in the Propoſition, within the bonnds abone-mentioned, 
thatisſo that the ſame be zo: either again# Piety, or 
Charitie, (which had beene in the former Argument 


inſifted 0n ; ) or more particularly, as by way of 


further explication I adde after (which M-.B. alſo 
omitterh) ſo that the ſame be kept free from ſuper- 
ſtition and impiety, (in regard of the firi# Table) 
and frovs ininſtice and difhoneſtie (in regard of the 
ſecond.) So thatthe maine ground of the Argument 
is this, that 5 Map being by God made Lord of the 
inferionr creatures; and that * his ri2ht and intere# 
in them being reſtored againe to each Chri/tian by 
his interest in Chriſt, * the heire of all things, *he hath 
free liberty to wſe any of Gods good creatures to ſuch 
ends and purpoſes as by nature they are inabled wnto, 
the ſame being thin compalle of the bounds before- 
mentioned. 

True itis that Calvin from whom I take this Pro- 
Poſition, deliuererh it | more indefinitely,and ſome- 
what after that manner as M*.B,here propoundeth: 
as the Apoſtlealſo doth the like in ſome places, 
waere he ſaichz ® 41 chings arelawfnll : and, * To 
the pure all things are pure : and, * /know, and am 
ai] ured that nothing of it ſelfe is wuncleane, &c, But 
his meaning (? which ought to be regarded) is ap- 
parent to be the ſame with that that 1 ſay ; and be- 
ing ſo conceiued, itis ſound anderue, and of good 
vie for dire&tionin the watrrantable vie of the Cyea- 
ture. Neither doe I ſuppoſe that MF. B, will be able 
to give any other good reaſon,why he may lawtully 
vie tarch tor the ſtitning of his band,or a flint and a 


ſteele to ſtrike fire withall, or 4 it to roaſt his meat 
O 2 with, 
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Defence of NF.Q*. Arguments, 


with, or cord to girt his bed with, or feathers to lie 
on,or arrowes to {hoot with, &c. ſaue this, that theſe 
Creatures haue 4 natural power thereunto ; and 
God hath vouchſafed vs the ve of his Creatures for 
ſuch purpoſes as by. nature they are enabled vnto, 
{o that the ſame be conditioned as was before 
ſaid. Burt let vs conlider what M-. B, obie&eth 
againſt this. 


So generall and eager is the purſuit after Ttbertie in 
this licentions age.,that a godly and charitable Chriſlian, 
much more being a Mipiſter, ought to take great heed, 
that he occaſion not any, much leſſe too too many, 4 to 
make liberty a cloake of naugi1tine(ſe. 


Such a godly,charitable,chriftian Miniſter as M*.B. 
deciphereth here,was M*. Caluin, and one, I doubr 
not, wary of ſtraining Chri//zan liberty beyond its 
due extent : and yet ſþ:akerh he no otherwiſe than 
M-.G, here doth,or racher not ſo cautelouſly as Mr. 
G. doth ; as th: Marine ſheweth, where his owne 
words arealledged. 


But Mr. G. ſpeaketh of Chriſtian liberty, not of li. 
centiouſneſſe. Then let ws con,ider what he ſaith. For 
both the premiſes of this Argument are flatly tobe— 


denied. 


When M*. B. faith, both the premiſes,his meaning 
is, not of me Ar2umentbut of ths Argument, that 
is, of his owne, for che one of them, to wit the Pro- 
poſition, ac lealt,as appearerh by the reaſon of his de- 
niall ann exed. For 


againſt Mr. B*, Reply. 


For ſundry good creatures haue a naturall power to 
impoiſon. But Chriſtian liberty giueth ws not free 
wſe thereof to impoiſon at pleaſure. 


Nor doe ſay, or M*. Caluiz meane that it doth. 
it giucth liberty to vſe ſuch creatures for impoiſoning, 
where that vſe is free from ſuch taintas was former- 
ly mentioned zas for the impoiſoning, and (by im- 
poiſoning) deitroying of vermine, &c. But how 
doth this in/fance touch my Propoſition at all? As 
M-. B. propoundeth ir peraduenture it may, AsT 
conceiue it my ſelte, I am ſure,ir doth not. Neither 
is my Propoſition therefore denied, but an other of 
M-. B*.owne put inthe roome of it, nor any excep- 
tion at all here taken to it, Let vs proceed to ſee 
what to the 4//urzptzon he ſaith, 


Neither is it true that any creature bath a naturall 
power tolea Lot,no more than a ſtone hath a naturall 
power to be carieg upward. For as a ſtone is caried vp- 
ward by a power that is without it : ſo all creaturesare 
moued and applied tobe Lots by a power without them. 


Albeit this be nothing to that that I ſay, for I ſay 
not, that the creature hath a natural power to be a 
Lot, but that the creature in ſuch a Lot iswſed to no 
other end or ve, but what it hath a naturall power 
no, Yet 1s 1t mott vndoubtedly and vndeniaviy 
true, that the creature that 1s vied in 4 Lot hath a na- 
turall power oo be made matter of 4 Lot; as 4 ſlone_ 
_ hath a natural power to be driven vpward : elſe 
could not either of them by any Art or humane 

O 3 power 
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Defence of Mr.G*, Arguments, 


power be effe&:d with either, nor without ſome 
ſupzraaturall worke. So that to the A/amprion allo 
rightly vnderſtood here is nothing at all ſaid. 


God keepe me from teaching that Chriſtian liberties 
warranteth the ounlawfull uſe of any Creatare, what- 
ſoruer natarall power it hath to that wſe. 


Nor is any ſuch thing here taught, either by me, 
or M. Calnin either, if his words be rightly vn- 
derſtood. 


If any Cretture haue any power to bea Lot, yet that 
power is not to be ſed unto Lotterie , ont in caſes 
(whereof gamin? is none) wherein God alloweth ſuch 
vſe thereof. | 


This is but a deniall of the Concluſion; and a 
plaine begging of the point in Qzeſtzon : which is 
this, whether a Lot in game be (how, but by Gods 
word?) allowable. 


To the inforcing of the Concluſion by a ſuppoſe con- 
firmation of the Aſſumption, 1 ſay, it is a vegging of the 
Lueſtion. For though a Dog hauing a naturall power 
to hunt, benot exiled from recreation : yet ought a Lot- 
creature to be, for reaſons giuen, and to be ginen, or 
rather defended hereafter. 


What reaſon hath beene already giuen, we haue 
ſcene ; what will be, we {hall further then ſee, when 
it is. But meane while I would gladly ogg 

rom 


againſt M*.B*. Reply. 


from M-.B. (lince he hath pleaſed to propound this 
inſtance) what reaſon he can giue why a man may 
lawfully vie 4» Hound or Spaniel to hnnt with, other 
than before of the like was rendred. As for the 
ſuppoſed confirmation of the Aſſumption, what he vn- 
derſtandeth thereby, I know nor, vnleſle he meane 
the iluſtration of the Concluſion : which, by his in- 
ance, it ſecmeth, hee doth. For to that that is 
brought indeed for the progfe of it, here is nota 
word. So that, neither is my Propoſition touched, 
nor either the 4//upptzon it ſelte, or the proofe of it 
dealt with : the Concluſion onely is denied ; and the 
#uſtration of it propounded as a confirmation of 
the 4//umption,which ithath nothing to doe with. 


T he fifth Argument. 


Fifth Argument may be drawne * from the 
grounds and grants euen of thoſe that oppoſe 
in this pointz and may be framed on this wiſe. Any 
thing indifferent is Iawfull matter of recreation : 
But Lottery is a thing * indifferent : Lottery there- 
fore may be made lawtfull matter of diſport. T he 
Propofition is confirmed by their definition of re- 
creation, to wit, * Chri/iian recreation is the exerciſe 
of ſome thing indifferent for the neceſſarie rejre(hing 
of body or mine. 
The Aſſumption, namely, that Zottery i a thing 
init owne nature indifferent, is thus proucd hkewiſc 


by their definition of things in nature indifferent, 
Inaijfercnt 
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Defence of M*.G*. Arguments, 


© Indifferent in nature & that which i left free, ſo as 
we are n2t ſimply commanded or forbidden to vfe it, 
bat as we ſhall finde it in Chriſtian wiſdome beneficiall 
or hurtful! vnto vs. But ſuch is Lortterie, orthe vſe 
of Lots; not {imply commanded, (tor © that of Sa- 
l[omon before alledged is rather a permithon than a 
pPrecept, or rot ſo much a commandement as an ad- 
uiceand counſel}, commending that ro vs as a wiſe 
and prudent courſe, not enioyniugor impoling it as 
aduty neceſlary to be done, ſeeing by other courſes 
belide it ſuch controuerſies may without {inne be 
compoſed as are there mentioned, and that eftz&ed 
oft by other meanes without a Lot,tor which a Lot 
by Salomon is thereallowed) nor aga2i12 any where 


forbidden or condemned as euill in it {elfe : by the 


former definition therefore conſequently indifte- 
rent, and ſo lawfull matter of Chriitian recreation 
and delight, 


Now then toa fifth Argument a conceſits, as MF, G. 
termeth it,Þ.,135- 

Any thing indifferent is lawfull matter of recrea- 
tion. But Lottery is a thins indifferent. Lotteries 
therefore may be made lawfull matter of diſport. 

The Propofi:ion is confirmed by the words of MF. 
Fennor. Chriſtian, ſaith '1e, recreation is the exerciſe 
of ſome thinz indifferent for the neceſſarte refreſhing 
of bodie or mine. 

The Aſ/:mptionts alſoLroued by Mr, Fennor, : 

Indifferent in nature u that which is left free, ſa as 
we are.not ſimply commanded or forbiiden to ve tt. 
But ſuch is Letterie, ſaith M*.G. Not ſimply com- 
manded. 


F - V We " - f F ; . . 
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manded. For Prou. 18.18. is rather a permiſſion than 
4 precept : or,Not ſo much a commundement,as an ad- 
wice commenting that as 4 prudent courſe, Nor any 


where forbidden as enill init ſelfe. 


This is indeed the effet and maine ſumme of 7T: 6. 
mine Argument, though ſome inforcements otit be Reply. 
omitred. Let vs heare M*. Bs, anſwer. 


M*, Fennors hooke, from which theſe allegations Ts B, 
be drawne, and jrom whence 1 learned that Lots may T 
not be wſed in ſport, doth prone that luſorious Lots are 
forbidden, and therefore not indifferent. What helpe_ 
then hath Mr, oy M-*, Fennors grants ? 
Much every way. For * ns teſ{zmenieis ſtronger |, T. 6. 
than that thar the —_— party ror againſt _ reg on 
ſelfe. If the grounds granted by him thar holdeth 7/dvr. Pel.l. 2.ep. 
.and laboureth to proue 4 luſorious Lot onlawfnl, nord: yh ger 
be of ſufhcient validiciero proue them lawtull and wnptony (nee 
allowable, it isa matter-of no ſmall moment. Ele ze more 
why doth M*.B. himſelf in his Dialogue reaſon from Faye ng, 


Peter Martyrs grants againſt Peter Martyr ? 
And bs owne proofes helpe him as little. I. B, 


I need none, when mine Aduerſarie ſpeaketh 7T:. 6. 
enough for me. : 


For it is granted, that if Lotterie be either com- 7 B 
mended or forbidden, it is not indifferent. To paſſe 
by the former : onely obſernine, thas M*, G, doth 

_e P EO _” * 
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Defence of N'.Cr, Arguments, 


not abſolutely denie it to be commanded, Pronerb+ 
18. 18, 


106 


TG. Though he doe not denie abſolutely, that it is at 
v An indifferent 4ll commanded, yer he doth denie, that it is ſimply and 
thing in nature, abſolutely commanded. For that that we are aduiſed 
ga which to doe rather than ſome other thing, that. we are 
are nor ſimply 708 ſimply antoyned ; which kinde of intuntion® MF, 
— commanded © Fennor ſeuereth from things indifferent, And that 
ir, &c. Fenner of Which among many other lawfull courſes is com- 
Recrear, rules mended vnto vs, as behouefull and vſefull, is nor 
_ therefore either ſimply or abſolutely inionned, yea or 


as all, where ſuch other may be had. 


IL. B. 1 come tothe other. I might here refer the Reader 
80 my Dialogue, and to my Reply, by which it will ap- 
peare euidently, that a luſorious Lot is forbidden, and 
therefare not indifferent. 


| 7.6. How *enuidentlythis willthere appeare, ſhall then 
__ 2), 244 Appeare, when the Reply commeth to be diſcuſſed. 
ernzrix. Cc. ad Meane while MF. B. here denieth onely the Con- 
Atic.haep.s., cluſion of my Syllozi/me. For the ſecond branch 
of the 4//umption,to.wit, that 4 Lot ts 4 thins ſimply 
forbidaen, ( which he would ſeeme to denie, and 
{ſhould denie and diſproue if he did ought) he nei- 
ther here oppoſeth, nor in his Dzaloguc or Reply, 
doth he either defend, much leſſe make good, bur 
maintaineth the contrary rather, that in ſome 
caſes it is allowable, which it were not, if it 
were fimply forbidden, and fo abſolutely evil. 
The Argument 'theretore from M-. Fenner his 
Teachers 


againſt Mir. D*. Reply. 


Tetchers grounds ſtandeth good, if his grewnds at 
leaſt be good. 


But to ſpeake a little more (generally) of things nos 
indifferent. becauſe forbidden ; 1 ſay, That is forbid: 
den as well which # forbidden by init conſequence, as 
that which is expreſly forbidden : As that i permitted 
« well which is permitted by init conſequerce,as that 
which « expreſly permitted. Mr. G. affirmeth the 
latter,p.13 7. and will not (1 dare ſay) denie the for- 
mer. Againe, The word of God &s ſo perfet?, that 
whatſoeuer it neither commandeth , nor permitteth 
expreſly or by iuſt conſequence, that is verily forbid- 
den. For all things , eſpecially ſuch as haye relation 
to God, ought to haue ſome warrant from the word. 
1f M-. G. pt me to prone this, 1 dare wndertake to 
prone it demonſtratinely. But 1 preſume he will not. 
For in the laſt mentioned page, he aeſcriveth that to 
be indifferent, which is (at leaſt) permitted by the- 
word, If a thing be not ſo much as permitted, it 
cannot be lawfall, and therefore not indifferent, Here 
1 wiſh he would remember what hewriteth, pag.9 . 
ſpeaking of this word[ Indifterent] as it « oppoſed to 
good or exill, and ſhewing how ſome ſay that to be in- 
different, which is neither good nor euill, he determi- 
neth the point thus, Neuertheleſſe molt true ir is, 
That no particular morall ation, or, No aQion 
of the reaſonable Creature proceeding from rea- 
ſon, can poſſibly be ſo indifferent, but it muſt of 
neceſhtie be either conformable ro the Rules of 
Gods holy word, or diſconformablethereunto. So 


that 1 wonder why M". G. ſhould ſay here, Lotterie 
_ & I 
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Defence of M.Q*. Arguments, 


in game is not any where forbidden as euill of it 
ſelte? That is goed of it ſclfe which either com- 
mandea or permitted, p. 137, Therefore that us enill 
of it {elfe that « forbidacu. | 


MF. B. having no more to ſay to the ſubſtance of 
mine Argument, falleth to quarrell againe with 
ſome termes vſed in it. * 4 £001 thing, they ſay, 
may doe well twiſe or thriſe, But ® ſuch frivolous 
exceptions lo frequently inculcated, and fo tedi- 
ouſly proſecuted,cannot but tire the patienteſt Rea» 
der that is. 

He maruelleth much (falling into his wonted 


veine of vaine wonderment againe) why I ſhould 


here ſay, that Lotterie 11 game i not ſimply forbid- 
dep as euill of it ſelfe, I might well aske where I 
ſay ir: not that | might not well fo fay,but becauſe 
I no where here ſay-ic. But as I ſaid at firſtyif M”, B. 
might haue the framing of my Arguments , they 
ſhould iudiciouſly be framed, The Minor ſhould 
not be part of the Concluſion, as he ſpeaketh clſe. 
where ; but the whole Concls/ion or the efftc& of it 
ſhould be pars of 852 Minvy, or atleaſt of the proofe 
of it. I ſay therefore in mine Aſ/#mption, or rather 
in the proefe of one part of it, not that Zotterie in 


game is this orthatz (it belongeth to my Concle- 
fron to tell what it is) but thac Zotterze in generall 


is- not ſimply forbidden as euill of it ſelfe. And my 
reaſon (which I rendred of the like before) why [ 
ſpeake ſo, is; becauſea thing though not euill ſim- 
ply- of it ſelfe, yet may be ſometime forbidden in 
regard of ſome abule neceſlarily then annexed 

| $465 thereunto, 


againſt Mr. ol Reply. 


thereunto, or ſome other euill neceſſarily enſuing 
thereupon and may therefore though not [imply 
and abſoJutely, yerinthart reſp:& and in ſuch caſe 
be forbidden. T hat is g994 of it ſelfe, that is cam* 
manded or permitted; and yet by circumſtances or 
manner of doing may bz marred. And that is call 
of it ſelfe that is ſimply forv:4den, lo as dy no man- 
ner of doing, it can be made good. But that 15 224 
euill of it ſelfe, that © being of it ſelfe good is by 
eiil handliaz of it marred. A man. might well 
wonder that any meane Chriztizn, much more 4 
raue Miniſter ſhould wonder to heare ſome things 
ſaid to be forbidden as euitl of or inthemfelues ; or 
not be able to diſtinguifh berweene things /izz;ly 
ewill of themſelues, and things eaill in rezard of ſome 
conſequence onely. ] might here make vle of that 
Schoole diltinRion, ſome things © prohibited bremſe 
fimply enill, ſome things euill opely b-cauſe probiibi- 
ted, But of theſe things more than enough, vn- 
1:\ſe they were more to our purpoſe than they are. 


It grieneth my ſoule to ſee whit a wide doore to 
luſcrious Letterie this doctrine will make. For now 
Lot-monoers will cho) Logick, and ſay, Vnat if a lus 
ſorio:1s Lot be forbidden by init con{equenee, yt they 
are x0! fcroidden as exill in themſelues, and therefore 
they are indifferent. 


And zt grieneth my ſol: to fee M*, B. to triflz 
fo ſerioully or fo ſadly rather, and * z fi2ze rhus 
with feareſull /hadopres and fancies of his owne 
framing. Where teach I any 0a this wiſeto argue ? 
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Defence of Mr.Gs, Arguments, 


Or what difference enſueth from ought I ſay be- 
eweene that which is forbidden expreſly, and that 
which by zai# conſequence is forbidden ? That which 
is forbidden ſimply * by inſt conſequence, is fimply 
exill ; that which repeFinely, is lo euill onely, and 
not otherwiſe. But what if no Gameſter, but ſome 
honeit and good Chriſtian being reproued by Mr. B. 
for holding :wo pawpes in his hands, and bidding 
his Aduerſarie chuſe to determine who ſhall lead, 
alledging all Lot-games by init conſequence to be_> 
condemned in Gods word ; ſhould tell him, that 
though Lot-games may in ſome caſe or in ſome 
kinde by iuſt conſequence be forbidden, yerthey 
are not forbidden ſimply or as cuill in themſelues, 
and that they are therefore of themſelues indiffe« 
rent. I know not well, how MF. B. will be able to 
anſwer him. For to ſay that whatſoever i by init 
conſequence out of Gods word in any ſort forbidden is 
ſimply and of it ſelfe euill, were ſenſleſle. Since thar 
nothing can be in any ſort euill, otherwiſe than as 


it is forbidden. 


T he ſixth Argument. 


Ixtly and laſtly, that the vſe of Lots in Game is 
not againſt Gods word, bur hath ſufficient war- 
rant from it, may appeare by this Argument. 
Where the wiſdome of God in his word hath nor 
determined the matter,and the manner,or the other 
circumſtances of a thing lawtfull in ir ſelfe, there 


they are left to mans diſcretion and wiſdome. Elſe 
ſhould 


againſt MF.D*. RepIY. 


ſhould we hang euer in perpetuall ſuſpence, hauing 
no rule at all ro dire& vs by in them. And where 


they are left thus to mans diſcretion and wiſdome, 
there is warrant ſufficient for any circumſtance that 
man ſhall make choile of (the Magiltrate publikely 
to inioyne, or priuate perſons to practiſe) that (hall 
© not be againſt the generall rules of Gods word 
concerning the ſame. 

For the better conceiuing of this point, it is to be 
conlidered, that for the doing of euery att, and the 
doing of it inthis or that manner, if naturall reaſon 
will not of it (:1/e afford ſufhcient direQion, there 
muſt be warrant had out of Gods word: and a man 
- muſt know that he hath warrant thence, becauſe 
f [Vhatſoeuer is not of faith, is ſinne. 1 ſay, where 
naturall reaſon doth nor of ir ſelfe afford ſufficient 
dire&ion ; forthe word is giuen vs in morall mat- 
ters to ſupply the defeAs of it cauſed by our firſt 
Parents their fall ; 5 neither doth it abridge vs ofthe 
helpeand * vſe of it for direRtion in ſuch ations, 
bur adde a further and fuller helpe thereunto. 

Firſt then for the a& ir ſelfe in generall ; that is of 
it ſelfe good and lawfull, and allowable by Gods 
Law, for the doing whereof there is either precept 
or permiſſion in Gods word, and that either dire&t 
and expreſſe, or colleted by iuſt conſequence: ® if 
a precept, it is neceflarie and muſt be done; * if per- 
miſſion onely, it is indifterent and may be done or 
not done,as ſhall ſeeme good to the party whotn ir 
concerneth. 

Secondly, for the ſubie& matter, the manner of 


it, and other ſuch circumſtances, where they are by 
Gods 
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Gods word determined, there ſuch onely are laws 
tull as the word of God hath inioyned. 

Where they are not determined, there all ſuch 
are laiwtull as the ſame word © doth not forbid. In 
the former that rule holdeth, ! He that « not with 
mes a2«inii me :1n the latter that other, ® He that is 
not againſt me, u with me. Thus tor ſacrifice and the 
place of it, before it was determined, ®it was lawfull 
in any place, becauſe no cettaine place was de- 
{ioned : bur after it was once determined,® it was 
lawfull in no place but that alone, that God had 
expreſly thereunto aſhzned. So for the Paſſeouer 
and other offerings, and the time and ſeaſon of ei- 
ther, the ordinary ſacrifices (I meane the voluntarie 
or tree-will ofterings) ? might be offered at any 
time, becauſe for them was no time determined : 
but 1 the Paſſcouer might be celebrated onely 
at one time, becauſe the time of it was deter- 
mined. | 

This would the rather be obſerued for the rea-: 
dicr anſwering of ſome frivolous obietions made 
by ſome Separatiſts ; Wyat warrant, lay they, haue 
you to w/e this or that forme of prayer, or to pray pou 
a booke? IT anſwer; It is warrant ſaffcient that © we 
aretnioyned to vie praier,and "ſuch kinde of prater, 
confetſion of (in, and ſupplication for pardon, &c. 
noſet torme thereof determined ; thereforeany fic 
forme warrantable: this forme that we vſe, not vn- 
fit otherwiſe; this forme therefore allowable. And 
Ita man demand of one of them when he praieth, 
what warrant he hath to vie that forme thathe then 
vieth, he can anſier no otherwiſe; or if in effe&t 
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otherwiſe, he ſhall anſwer otherwiſe than well, So 
for a booke; the meanes of helpe are not derermi- 
ned ;zand this one among others ; this theretore not 
vnwarrantable. And if one of them (houuld be a(- 
ked, how he proueth it watrantable to vſe a printed 
booke to reade on in the Church ; he (hall not be 
able to make other anſwer than as before : tor nei- 
ther precept nor praRiſe can be found inthe word 
for the vie of a thing that was not knowne in thoſe 
times wherein the word of God was written. 

Bat to apply this to the preſence. Firſt, © Re- 
creation in generall is granted by all ro haue good 
warrant from Gods word, as a thing both al- 
lowed by permiſhon, and inioyned by precept, if 
not direly and expreſly, yct ar leaſt by iuſt conſe= 
quence: and therefore I will not ſtand vpon the 
proofe of ir. 

Secondly, for the matter and manner of it, or 
the things wherewith we may recteate our ſclucs, 
*there is nothing determined ; avy meancs there- 
fore of recreation that are not ag1inlt the penerall 
Rules of * comclincfle ang decencie, of * conueni- 
encie and <xpediencie, ? of rel:gton and pietie, and 
the like, are by the wo1d of God aliowed,and have 
from thence ſufficient warrant, For example; If 
queſtion be whether Boutes or Cheile be lawtull or 


no: what can there be ſnd 10 iuſtification of them 


more than this, that recievion in generall is by 
Gods word allowed ; the matter of ic in particular 
not determined : theſe games not prohibited;there- 
fore lawfull and allawable.Now the very ſame may 


be aid of Lots and Lotterie. Gaine in generall is 
Q allowed: 
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allowed : no particular matter or manner of it pre- 
ſcribed : any therefore lawfull that is not againſt che 
generall rules of Gods word : this of Latterie ſuch; 
and therefore 2}lowable, 

If any ſhall ſay, that the particular matter or 
manner of recre:tion is detetmined, * he muſt ſhew 
where. Or it any ſhall ſay, that this particular by 
Lots is againſt rhe gznerall rules ot Gods word 
otherwiſe,he muſt ſhew which and how. Otherwiſe 
there is no civill ation almoſt that ſhall be iuſtifia« 
ble, as * going in doublet and hoſe, ® wearing band 
and cuffs, © carrying a wans purſe in his pocket, 
4 tjtting on a ſtoole at the Table,croſling the water 
ina Boat when one may goe about by the Bridge, 
© eating of Porke, * bloudings or ought ſtrangled, 
and the like, if ir {hall bz deemed enough to make 
41 ation vawarrantable, either becauſe there is- 
no particular precept or precedent forit in Scrip- 
ture, or becauſe it is queſtioned or condemned by 
ſome withour any reaſon or ſufficient cauſe rendred 
v hy it ſhould be quettioned and condemned in 
that ſort. 

And fo I conclude and !eaue this {ixtand laſt rea- 
ſon, taken from the common grounds of other or- 
dinary recreations not queſtioned, which mult all 
with this either ſtand or fall, the ſelfe-ſame grounds 
ſupporting either z that this particular is not prohi- 
bired,nor1s againſt the genera!l rules of Gods word 
otherwiſez which as in the former, fo in this caſe 
muſt ſtand good,till the contrary can be proued, 


ſymp. 1.4-9.5- 4 Tresxſt;s arftris venovatum, * Ethos ol.m probib;tum, Ltv.7.26, & 17. 10. 
jed & ab #11635 38 rativits APE TEULORTHTR, 
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Now to come to M*. Gi. laſt Reaſon, which like» I. B. 
; an Orator he amplificth , to leaue a deepe impreſſion be» Anlwer, 
| hinde. But let it be wcll conſidered, as in it ſelfe, [0 
whether it proue that the wſe of Lots in Game is 
not againit Gods word, but hath ſufficient warrant 
from it, as he pretenaethin his introduction, p.13 6. 


What Rhetoricall amplifications M*,B. findeth in T:. G. 
this Argument, thoſe may well wonder, that know Reply. _ 
what Rhetoricall Amplifications are. But be it Lopi- 
call or Rhetoricall, heare, I pray you,not it,but one 
that M*. B. hath put intothe roome of it. 


of de 1} 
. os es met , 


It ts this. Where the wiſdome of God hath not de= JB. 
termined the ſubicftf Matter, the Manner, and other 
Circumſtances of a thing lawfall in is ſelfe, there all 
ſuch are lawfull as the word dcth not forbid; and as 
no Circumſtance that a man ſhall make choiſe of, ſhall 

be againit the generall Rules of the word concerning 
the ſame, 
But a Lot ts athing lawſull in it ſelfe, and the Sub- 
eff matter, manner, and other Circumſtances thereaf 
are not determined by Goas word, nor avainit the genes 
rall rules, 
| Therefore a Lot in Game ts not | rohivited, nor 75 
| againit the penerall rrles of Gods word otherwiſe, 
He that ſhould thus reaſon, were worthy either , .B Po 4 
quidems, 
3 to be ſent to Bealem, or *to be begged in the wor ani eſe bo- 


Court of Wards, » Nor is mine this, nor is this _ wp 

ret Oreſles : 
Perſ.fat.3. * Vt curatoris egens a Pretore diti. Hor. epift.11, Þ Duem vecutas, mens eſt, 
6 Fidentine,libellus : Sed male dum recitas, incigit «je thns. Martial. 
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ming, valeſſe I be out of my right wits. How they 
d: fer (not to be ouer-tedious) may appeare by my 
words, where hauing more largely diſcourſed of 
and di{culled rhe ſeuerall parts of it, I thus briefly 
recoileft it: Gam? in generall is allowed : no partt- 
cular maiter er manner of it preſcribed : any there- 
fore bowfull that is not againit the generall rules of 
G2ds word: this of Lotterie ſuch ; and therefore 
allswable. Where prefix M*, B*. propojution,. onely 
{o knit as it may hang a little more handſomely 
together, turning, and as, into, ſs 44, ( which ſo 
framed [owne)and you hane io extire Syllogiſmes, 
and the maine /#mme of mine Argument. 


The Propoſution he confirmeth : 

Firſt, touching a thins lawfull in it ſelfe, by ſhew- 
inp that 4G to be lawfull in it ſelfe, which in Gods 
word x either commandedor permitted expreſly ,or by 
init conſequence. 


T his is an expl:cation indeed of one terme ved in 
it : 70 confirmation of the Propoſition, nor lo pro» 
pounded. 


Secondly, touching the manxer, oc. by proning the 
reſt of the Propojitron, which he endewoureth to per- 
ferme_, 

1. By the authoritie of. Calain. 

2, By Luk. 9.50. 2, By 4 ploſſe, 4. B 
fhewing that the circumſtance of 27% Fl wil 
efjermgs being not determined, they might haue beene 

offered at any time; and Sacrifices micht haue_s 
beene 


avainſt MF. B*. Reply. 
beene in any place before a certaine place was deter- 
mined, 


M.B, here maketh me much more plentifull in 
proofes than Iam : as ſhall appeare further in his 
Avſwer,and mine thereunto. 


Thiraly, touching the doing of euery Att, and the.) 


doing of it in this or that manner, by ſhzwing, that if 


watnrall reaſon will not of it ſelfe = ſufficient di- 
rection, then muit warrant. be had out of Gods word, 
becauſe, © Wharſocuer is not of faith is (in, Wnich 
word is given Vs in moralh matters to ſupply the defett 
of it cauſed by our firit Parents their fall. Neuher 
dath the word abridge vs of the helpe and ſe of natu- 
ralt reaſon for diretion in ſuch actions. 


This is indeed all alledged for the clearing of my 
Propoſition, not tor the proefe of any part. 


The Aſſumption is thus proued, Recreation in ge- 
werall is warranted from the word as permitted and 
intozned, if not expreſly yet by zuft ccnſequence. For 
the matter or manner, or the things wherenith we may 
recreate our ſelues, there is nothing cetermined.There« 

ore any meanes that are pos againit the generall Rules 
* of Comelineſſe,and decercie, Row.1 3.13.1 Cor: 14. 40. 
of conneniencie and expeatency, L Cor.6.12, 7 10.22. 
Rom. 4 21. of religion and picty, 1 Cor. 16.31. Cole}. 
J- 1 7. 4#d the like, are by the word of God aliowed, 


_ This proofe and the 4//umprionby Mr, B. before 
F; Q3 albgned 


7; 0 


I. B, 


© Rom. 14.23, 


7. &: 


I. B, 


7.G, 
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aſſigned me (to wit, But a Lot is4 thing lawfall in it 

{elfe, and the ſubiet matter, manner, and other Cir- 

cumſtances thereof are not determines by Gods word, 

nr agatnit the generall Rules) hang together, as we 
4 Ari cp- lay, like * harpe and harrow. He would make the 
wrlz MP4 4 world belecue,that M*.G.is a ſtrange man,that brin« 
-:1 as peth that to proue this. 

Bur his Anſwer enſueth. 


I.B. © 7 might, as did Alexander, looſe Gordians knot with 
one chop, and ſay, The wſe of Lots in Game is forbid- 
den in the word, referring my ſelfe to what 1 haue_ 
aud ſhall write. But for better ſatisfaction, 1 will an- 

[wer more particularly, not doubting but that the Pro- 
e Prov.10.19. werbe may tow prone true, Viz, © In many words 
there cannot want iniquitie. : 


T. 6. Why doth M-. B. vſe ſo many words then ere 
he come to the matter? But the /»7quitie he mea- 
neth is on my part: let vs ſee it. For here,it ſeemeth, 
is the ranke poiſon, the b/afphemy that MF, B. obſer- 
ued in my Booke. 


Firſt, 1 ob\2rue fearefall fhifting, and then unſound 
arouing, The former thus appeareth : He ſuppoſeth 
the thing muſt be lawfull in it ſelfe, and diſputeth onely 
about the ſubtect matter, Fc. 


True; I prefume Recreation to be law/all in gene- 
rall. Dare Mr, B.or any man dente it? And yer I 
preſume it not without progfe neither. Burt you 


muſt remember that Mr, B, here fghteth not with 
| | me 


againſt M-.Bs. Reply OY 15 


me or mine Argument, but * with a wan of ſtraw of 5 Lum) apud 
. F.0manos contra pas 


« 2 - : # - Ip 
his owne making. In his Aſſumption this is preſu- lum 1m terram dc 


med of Lotterie L whereas I preſume it of recreation, fexam , tinquam 


not of it. contra adcerſ rum 
cum crate & lava, 


ſoc tira"es dimicabant, ut quijs preſintem adcerſurium, ſic pilumomiti inapcin, omni beland; 
arte tentarent, Vegct. de re ml.t. lt. 6.11,6 20,23. 


Azaine in the introduttion he ſaith; The wſe of 1. B. 
Lots in game s not azainit Gods word, but hath ſufft- 
ctent warrant from it, which may imply this poſition, 
That is againi? the word, which huth not ſufficient war- 
rant from it. But in the Propoſition of the maine 
Argument his ground is, Such things are lawfull, which 
the word dot') not forbid. Foure of his confirmations, 
and his Aſſumption are to that effeF, or rather defet?, 
and bis Conclufion is anfwerable. 15snot this a feare- 


fall ſhifting courſe of reaſoning ? 


This then, it ſeemeth, is one point of that feare= 7: G. 
full frifting that MF, B. chargeth me with. Concer- © 0mia licor, i 
ning which enough hath already beene faid ; for 9s 9nawncre. 
—. , AVUTATUIR CE) METH 
this is no new exception. And though the words 1/7 te 2.5 nes 
be notthus generally propounded in my Propoſi- P99 bin ficite &+ 
tion,as MF, B. himſelte propoundeth it : Yer there ped —_— 
is no contradition betweene theſe two: fince that 1 cor. 6. 12, qua- 


8 Wl atſoeuer is not forbiadenin Gods word, is by the 1945 reaturari 
| ex 164m uſits l:ge 


are word warrantea, What preefes he dreameth of yur: nx proc th- 
ſhall hereafter appeare. ties licet yh. fee pore 


Cato ſun? pot, it. In 
: ; ; : de 131 Cor. 10.3, 
Touching the Propoſuton of his maine Aroument, |, B, 


1 marucll why Mr. G, anonching ſuch ſubiect mat- 
ter 


T.6. 


I. B. 


3 Pſdl.19.7+ 
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ter tyc. to be lawfull as are not forbidden, limiteth 
this Aſſertionwith theſe n ords (ot a thing lawtull in 
ic ſelte.) 4s if ſach a thing may warrant onr retch- 
leſneſſe in and about the ſubiect matter exc. As if God 
aoth not, according to the old ſaying; loue Aduetbs. 
An Oath i a thing lawfullinit ſclfe. Are not we there» 


fore to make con{cience, that the ſabiet matter oF, 


be agreeable tothe word of GOD? 


Why I inſert thoſe words into mine Aſertron, 
may ealily appeare to any that will not wilfully 
ſhur his eyes : becauſe my diſpute is concerning 
Recreation, a thing granted to be ſuch,and che 2ue- 
#10n onely abour the ſubiect matter of it. And fo 
far are my words from inplying any ſuch matter, 
as MF. B. here thence would interre, that I ſay in 


k If itaque ſunt Exprelle termes, that As w-!l for the doing of euery 
pas wulncra, ut 
Iuvenati. fats. 


att, as for the doing of it in this or that manner there 
muſt be warrant had out of Goa's word *. 


But I marnell mach more at thuground,Such things 
arelawfull as the word doth not forbid. 1 ſct it downe 
thus, becarſe the confirmations tend to make ti:15 good, 
and ſo conclude. All things not prohibited are per- 
mitted : and therefore the ſubieft matter erc.of athing 
lawſull in it ſelfe. 1 maruell, 1 ſay, becauſe M-.G. 
eonfirmeth a thing or att it ſelfe tobe lawfullinit ſclfe, 
if it bein the word, either commanded, or permitted 
expreſly, or by inſt conſequence. Which 1 acknowleage 
tobe ſo cleare a truth, that (me thinks) MF", G. canner, 
bat in proportion of reaſon, rf he beleeue the word to 
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to be onlawfull, which are not lawfull one of theſe_ 
two waies; and the rather becauſe he peremptorily affir- 
meth,p.95. All particular morall ations, be they ne- 
ner ſo indifferent, to be cither conformable or diſcon- 
formable to Gods word ; and, by particular attions he; 
meaneth Actions clothed with circumſtances, pag. 94. 
O that M*.G.would hold to thy doftrine ! Then ſhould 
he thereby prouoke all who make conſcience of their 
waies, and | doe truth (that is, doe good works ſincere- 
ly) to come tothe light, that their deeds might be made 
manife#t, that they are wrought according to God, On 


! Iob#3. 21, 


the contrary, if he bring not diſciples, "tothe Law and © 1/48, 20. 


Teftimonie, by doiirine according to the word ; but 
writh fron it, by teaching that to be lawfull, which is 
nes forbidden ; as therein the light faileth, ſo thereby 
he jhall make men careleſſe to [eeke for thetr warrant, 


and wilfull ® to ſeeke after their owne heart and eyes, 
after which they goe a whoring, 


Hereisalong and fore accuſation; which might 
all well without any one word more be anſwered, 
onely by pointing the finger to what formerly was 
ſaid. But becauſe Mr, B. ſo much preſleth me, I 
will intreat the Readers patience for a little further 
diſcuſhon of whatis here obieted. All I ſay here 
is this, thae Where the ciroumſlances of Actions in 
themſelaes lawful are not determined in the word, all 
fach are lawfall «s are not in the ſame word forbid- 
den, or as are not againi? the generall rules of the ſaid 
word of God otherwiſe. And is it not ſtrange that 


this Afſertion ſhould to M*. B. ſeeme fo ftrange? 
Or is this any writhing from the rule of Gods word ? 
R 


Yea 


3 NamW.I5-39, 


T. TG. 


0 G#:. 22. 2. 
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Yea but Icroſſe my ſelfeelſe-wherein it. For I ſay 
elſe-where that ſ#ch things are lawfull as are in Gods 
word either commanded or permitted either expreſly or 
by init conſequence. I ſay lo indeed : and what con- 
tradi&ion isthere betweene theſetwo? For is not 
that by zuſt conſequence permitted , that is yot pro- 
hibited ? Yea, (lince we are come to theſe preciſe 
termes) that is,ncithey expreſly nor by iuſt conſequence 
prohibuted ?For I am ſure MF. B. will not denie that 
to be prohibited, as well that is by it conſequence 
prohibited, as that is prohibreed in expreſſe termes, Ei- 
cher M*.B. then muſt giue vs ſome medium between 
permiſſion and nox prohibition, or elſe thele two po- 


ſitions will haue very friendly agreement. Yea but 


Mr. G. himſelfe may ſeeme to afligne ſome when 
he ſaich, that in circumſtances determined, there is 
no permiſſion, though no prohibition be of any other. 
I anſwer ina word, that the very ſ{:ntinz of an atFion 
to thoſe circumſtances is a virtuall prohibition of all 
other not expreſled,albeit no excluſive particle in the 
iniuniton be adioyned. For example, when God 
bid Abraham ® take 1/aak and ſacrifice him on ar 
bill that he ſhould ſhew him: it was as effetuall a 
prohibition of ſacrificing him in any other places 
but on an hill, and on any ether hill but thas h:1, as 
if God had faid expreſly ( as he doth of the Jewes 


y Dent. 12.13-14+ (Zcyificing, ? iu the place that 1 afiiene and not elſe- 


where) upon that hill, aud vpowne other : And the 
reaſon is apparent; becauſe thar commandemenr. 
could not be fulfilled if any branch of ir, whereof 
the preciſe place was one, were broken. This is that 
then that I ſay, that where the circumftances of atti- 

ons 


apainſt M*. Br. Reply. 


ons are ſtinted, there thoſe onely that are inioqned in 
ſpeciall are lawfull : where they are not,any are permit- 
ted, that are conformable tothe generall rules of dire- 
ton ginen in Gods word. Againſt which in this 
whole heape of words MF. B. bringeth nothing, 
bur an other of mine owne aſſertions, which no whit 
crolleth it, his well wiſhes onely (4 which might 

well haue beene ſpared) ſer apart. 

Well, let us examine bis confirmations. 

Firif M*, Calnins teitimonie in Engliſh « this, 
[When the Scripture deligereth generall rales of a law- 
full wſe, the wſe is ro be limited according to them.) 
From hence M*. G.concladeth that a man hath a ſufft- 
cient warrant for any circumſtance be ſhall make choiſe 
of, that ts not againit thoſe rules, Mr. Caluin ſpeaketh 
of an Vſe, and of aw Yſe doe we diſpute, MF*.G.con- 
cludeth 4 circumſtance. Mr. Caluin ſaith, according. 
MF. G. concludeth, not againit, 1s ths ſound arguing ? 
Ir is true that I quote a ſentence of Mr, Caluins 
inthe margine, as concurring with me in one clauſe 
againſt which it is quoted. And I might aske why 
MF. B. did not take notice of him a little before as 
well as he here doth. Bur that frame any Argu- 
ent at all out of him, much lefle ground thar I 
deliuer vpon his or any other mans authoritie, is vn- 
true. As for the differences betweene him and 
me herein by MF. B. here imagined, they are very 
filly and frivolous. For firſt of all, doth not the w/e 
of a thing conliſt in the circumftances of it,as in the 
manner of vfing, and the like ? Or what doth Cal- 
vin meane by the limiting of the vſeby thoſe generall 
rales, but the afbgning of it fuch crcum#tances as 
RA thoſe 
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* Ca.. 3. inflitut.l. thoſe rul;s giue allowance of. * Mayy, faith he, 
| 3.6440-S.T- take for granted, which yet 1 yeeld chem not, that this 
our liberty is by no qualification to be reſtrained, but 
that it is to be left to every mans conſcience, to ſurpe [0 
much of it as to himſelfe ſeemeth lawfull. I confeſſe 
> Nec debere ne: indeed that ® mens conſciences neither can nor ouzht 
poſſe cunſeientias to be tied herein tacertaine preciſe formes of lawes : 
patispeaſſque't- put figce that the Scripture deliuereth generall Rules 
gum formulis his f , " 
alligari. of the lawfull we of them, according to thoſe is it to 
be limited of vs. Where M", Caluin ſaith plainly, 
© Neceſſaria jre- that for the wvſe of © the outward neceſſaries of this 
_—__ «amm- life, (whereof recreation is one) there can no/peciall 
; preciſe rules be giuen out of Gods word, butit is ſuſh+ 
cient for them that we be direted in the vie of 
them by ſuch generall direftions as the ſame word 
doth afford ; which is all that I ſay. Yea he exten- 
« Calvin. ibid. cap. deth this © afterward to the very mattey of our meat, 
hk drinke and apparell, where he falleth vpon the ſame 
point againe. % 
Yea but Caluzin faith, according, and MF. G. not 
 Lueris & im aparnſt. M*.B. is verie curious, that can © finde « 
rake th nas knot in a bulruſh. Ifthole generall rules be not viola- 
ni: pudFeſt. 24; ted,are they notobſerued ? it there be nothing done 
'"micw efs cam againſt them , how are they violated ?- if nothing 
yo a then be done againſt them, they are vndoubtedly 
Joan, Hierſ, obſerued. Itisall one therefore in effe&to bee ac- 
cording to them, and not againſt them; and M*, By, 
exception conſequently idle. , 


[.B. Is the ſecond confirmation from Luk.g.59, much bet- 
ter ? The woras fet downe by M*, G,betheſe, [Hee 

that is not againſt me is with me.] This place(forſooth) 
15 


again V I” 143.0 


5s 4 Rule holding in the Subieft Matter gre, determined. 
As theſe words, | He that us not with me, is againſt mee, 
Matth. 12. 30s] ia rule inthe ſubieF-matter,Cyc.de- 
termined. Both a like in conceit. And why may not 
Mr. Gs. conceit be the ſame touching things or actions ? 
Butlet ws ſee whether the conceit bee nota be-mijied 
phantaſie. In the former place Chrifts wards are occa- 
ſioned by kis Diſciples their forbidding one who caſt out 
Denils in Chriſts Name. Forbid bim not, ſaith Chriſt, 

or, He that u not againſ{ meis with mee. In the latter 
place Chriſt ſpake thoſe words pon occaſion of the Pha- 
rifies their oppoſition. So that conſider the two ſenten= 
ces with their occaſions together, this indeed s the_ 
ſumme. All men are eitber with or againſt Chriſt, for 
there be na Neutrals. So that thoſe two ſentences are» 
like theſe. He that # wot agoat sa ſheepe; and he that 
is not aſheepe is a goat. But Mc, G5, argument is this: 
All men who are not againſt Chriſt are with him, Ther- 
ore circumſtances not determined, nor forbidden, are 
lawfall. 1s this ſonndarguing ? 


» K 


And where, Ipray you, doth MF. G. argueon TG. 

this manner ? Bur Mr. B. * frameth me Arguments « Kays 6 - 
at his pleaſure : Andthen pleaſeth himſelte in fin- exxyayr0: de 
ding faults in them; as if their defe&s concerned — = 
me, and not rather himſelfe, who either muſt father ;« $ am7ere. 
them, or I know none <lſe that will. For his expoſi- 7/«t-de1/d.& 0- 
tion of thoſe places,to let paſſe what exception might as 
well be taken thereunto, becauſeitis not to the pur- v4 i#1 von dice 
poſe. It is vntrue, that produce them for confir- RX nit: 
mation of ought that I had before deliuered.I imply * * 

onely that the d:/tinZFion I deliuered (which may be 


R 3 extended 
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extended alſo to things or atFions, as well as their cir- 

cumſtances; but my diſpute now was of theſe)might 

in thoſe two Rules or Sentences be not vnhitly con- 

ceiued. And the truth is,I had a notion in my head 

then of ſomewhat to that purpole, that in a learned 

5 Lord of Saint & Noble-mans writings I had ſometime read ; which 

4.pans his coalt- yet becauſe I wasnot verie certaine of,nor had I the 

Booke by methen, I forbare then to cite. The ſpee- 

ches are alledged as by him, ſoby me, not in way 

of Confirmation, but by way of 1lluſtration and A1- 

lufion; as if I ſhould haue ſaid, That rule which in 

another caſe our Sautonr giueth, holdeth well here. 

A courſe not vauſuall, in the writings of the lear- 

® Romn.10-15, nedfſt and moſt religious. I alledge them bur as* the 

i Pſabl9.4- Apoſtle doth thoſe * words of the Pſalmiſt ; Their 

ſound is gone thorow all the earth, and their words n- 

zo the worlds ends. Concerning which, I dare nor 

ſay as Jerome doth ouer-boldly on another occali- 

k Aliteria ſuis lo- ON, that * the Texts alledged by the Apoſile ſound one 

cis, alter 1 1s way in their owne places, and another way in his allega- 
epiflolis ſonant. Vi- 

demus exempla cap- LIONS of them: becauſe they dre ſpoken of the!'dumbe 

tiva * ſerUs. OM: crearures publiſhing Gods glorie inthe one place, of the 

0 is votun;: Lpoſtles preaching Chriſts Geſpellin the other. They 

nibusnon dimicant. agree well and make good harmonic, ſince that the 

Hieron apt: 9 Apoſtle only alledgeth them by way ot alluſion, for 

Contr lovin. ME A N 

| Tries SE- Hiaſtration of the matter that there he dealeth in,not 

ay dxupux6i xn- by way of iUation or inference, forthe confirmation 

rw fr ra of ought there delivered, or the concluding of 

ought from thence. Thelike doe I here. And Mr. 

B. may as well frame an Argument thus out of the 

Apoſtles words, The Pſalmiſt ſaith, that the heauens 


preach Gods glory to all the earth : therefore the Apoſtles 


hane 


apainſ{ M".B*. Reply. 
bawe preached to the whole world: as extraRt ſuch an 
Argument as he doth here out of my words, 


The third Confirmation is fromagloſſe. Here I re- 
member anold ſaying, | 4 curſedeloſſe corrupteth the 
Text. | Now letws ſee whether Mr. G, hane any bleſ- 
fing by this gloſſe. The words whereof in Engliſh bee 
theſe, [ All things are permitted by Law, which are not 

found prohibited, Note that it ſpeaketh of things. Ther- 
fare it maketh as well for Attions,as for Circumſtances. 
Is this Diuinitie ? But what Law ? If the cinill Law, 
what is that ts the poiut ? Except Mr. G. can proxe the 
Ciuill Law tobee aperfett Rule torus z and whatſoeucy 
it permitteth to be allowedof God. Howſoener (I ſay) 

this courſe of fetching proofes from any other Law thay 
Gods Law t fitter for a Papiff, who holdeth unwritten 
wverities (ſo called) to be a ſupplement to the Scriptures, 
thereby to authorize Traditions of men, then for one 
that feareth God to walke in his wayes, 15thenths gloſ= 


ſme ſound arguing * 


Orrather is all this any more than * meere cauil- 
ling ? Tolet Mr. Bs, grave notes vpon this Gloſſe,and 
his ſerious inferences vpon the allegation of it palle, 
wherein hee maketh himſelfe * moſt ridiculous. 
All this adoe is, becauſe in the margine of my 
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Booke (which a Scholler may'make vie of) I al- fopb. & Lacian. 
ledge out-of the' Gloſſers. of the Ciuill Law, Cer. 
taine R#les that in their Zaw- concurre ſome with 
the one branch, ſome with the other of the di/tini7ion 
I there vſe. Itis butas if one handling ſome poin: 
of Divrmitie about lawfull and wnlewfull _— 

ould 


love Trae, 
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ſhauld ſay, In ſome caſes that Rule of the Canon 
» Que tacet conſen- 7 gw holdeth, * Silence is deemed as conſent : in other 
«pom ah caſes that other Rule, ® Silence i5 held no deniall,and 
> Is qui tace', ron yet mo conſent neither : or determining how far forth 
fatetur = 6-0 the dejire goeth for the deed, ſhould ſay,In this caſe, 
Re iudzas that of the Ciuill Law holdeth, ? The Afﬀettion is 
e Aff: irs tantum puniſhed, though #t take not effeft : in that caſe it hol- 
_ 4* deth not, but that other rather, © The affei7iow is nor 
Corn.de Scars. " held | fanlty, if no effect follow. Which (forlooth) 
ice ina in Mr. B*. conceic muſt needs therefore be one 
[fithw. Dig.de ground of the truth maintained, or elle. all is no- 
Penis. thing worth. But he wanted better matrer, it ſcem- 


eth, to worke'vpon. 
- aff 


Hath the fourth Confirmation more wvaliditie in it 
than the reſt ? The former three proofes ſpeake not di- 
rectly of Circumſtances according to the Propeſitions 


(/o doth Mr.G, diſpute ad idem)bere he doth. 


I. B. 


T. G. How ſhould I diſpute ad:dems, where I diſpute not 
atall? And yetare thoſe ad idem, for that where- 
unto they areailedged. Bur Mr. B. now commeth 

* De ſezi:a i= * out of the Margrne into the Text againe, wherein 
ev. Pla. Cf 3-5- himſelfe faith I doe diſpute to the purpole. 


I. B. Here thew 1 enquire. If the circumſtances of Time 
and Place, be at.the pleaſure of him that wſcth a thing 
lawful init ſelfe, dah it follow thereupon, that the 
ſubieef matter and manner beſo500? 1f God allow any 
thing to be dome, of neceſitic there muſt bee a time and 
place, when and where it may be done. Euen when and 

where there u iuſt occaſion of 3he Att. It i 80be ob, E 
wed, 


againſt Mr, Bs. Reply. 


wed, that as here, ſo in the Propoſition it ſelfe Mr. G. 
ſlideth from the ſubiett matter and manner, to circum 


(ances onely. 1s not this fainting ? 


Or rather is not this fopperte ? M". G. ſlideth 
from the ſubiei? matter and manner to circumſtances 
onely, becauſe he ſaith in his Propoſution.the matter and 
the manner, or the other circamſtances, meaning in- 
deed the ſubieft matter, as M*,B. alſo expoundeth 
me. Forto omit that my words doe not neceſſarily 
make them both Circum#axnces, though T ioyne thar 
word with them; Are not the ſubrett maiter and 
manner circumſtances, that is, things about and with- 
ont tne eſſence and ſubſtance of thoſe ihings that they 
haue reference unto, as well as either Time or Place ? 
If not, our LZegrcians are much amiſle, * that referre 
the Place and the Subief? matter both to one and the 
ſame Head. For as for the manner, if it be not a cir- 
eurſtance, | know not what is. 

But if it betrue of theſe, ſaich Mr. B. that they are 
at the pleaſure of him that w/ſeth a thing lawfall in it 
ſelfe, doth it follow thereupon that the other are_— ? 
Yea doubtleile doth it; what reaſon can either 
Mr. B. or any other ſhew why it ſhould not,where 
they are left alike free; and the oneis no more ſtin- 
ted than the other, But who ſaith, that t#me and 
place are left (either who!ly or generally) to the_- 
pleaſure of him that wſeth a thing lawfull in it ſelfe ? 

This is another of Mr. B*. zrits or ghoſts that he 
raiſeth, to fhew his skill in coniuring them downe 
againe, 

Yea but MF, B, can ſhew you ſome difference 

S betweene 
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betweene the oneand the other. For, If God allow 
a thins to be done, there mut be time and place when 
and where it may be done, And muſt there nor be 
Sabiect-matter and manner too? Or muſtnota man 
haue warrent as well for the one as forthe other ? 
Yes, faith M*. B. tor I hope he will not denie thar. 
Well what warrant then? It may be done when, aud 
where there ts iuit occaſion of that aft : and what is 
thar, butar anytime and in any place where there ts 
juſt occaſion thereof offcred ? So that Mr, B. deni- 
eth not, bur athrmeth che truth of that that I ſay 
concerning ſome Circum/tances; onely he denieth 
therefore that it followeth concerning ſome other, 
which he ſaith are »o C:rcamſtapces. Which whether 
they be or no, itis not a pin matter, fince that war- 
rant from the word is required for the one as well 
and as much as for the other. 

Bur I leaue this his friuolous * beating the aire : 
hauing onely obſerued, how Mr, B.that was ſo dilt- 
gent to hooke in our of the Margine whatloeuer he 
thought he might with any the leaſt ſhew of colour, 
(chough wichour any iuſt occaſion) be ſnarling at : 
yet paiſeth by all in the Text it lelte that [I preſſe, 
concerning the #/rn:te perplexitzes, yea and impoſir- 
bilitie, which by inſtances I thew, of making part: 
cular actions good , or iuſtitying of them againſt 
thoſe that may queſtion them, that mult needs cn- 
ſue vpon the deniall hereof. Which 1 deſire by the 
vnpartialland judicious to be well weighed. What 
I bring not for confirmation, that he ſaith I doe, and 
raketh occafion thereby to deale with, and rather 
than he will let it paſle, he will ſtep alide into the 
Margie 


apain V 's D*, pI. 


Margine to fetch it into the Text : whatT bring for 
confirmatien, that he {lippeth by, and letreth alone, 
as it he ſaw it not, though it lie full in his way, 
and he need not goe far forit, or as if at leaſt,which 
I tuppole rather, he had no liſtto ſee ir. 


Let ws now proceed to that, which MF. G. writeth 
touching both the doing of euery Act, and the doing 
of it in this and that manner. Neither of which nee- 
deth warrant from the word, if natural reaſon of it 

ſelfe afford ſufficient direffion. Good Lord ! What 
fearefull ſhifting from the word « here? But why 
aoth he ioyne the doins it ſelfe of au Act with the man- 
wer thereof ? lle tell you: euento make a way to his 
Aſſwmption, For if he ſlicke cloſe to that which he 
geacheth in immediate words, to wit, that an att it 
ſelfe is lawfull in it ſelfe, if in the word it be either 
commanded or permitted expreſly or by wſt conſe- 
quence, he foreſecth, that it will be an(! wered to the 
fore-part of his Aſſumption, that enery Lot is not law« 
full init [elfe. Therefore he would trouble the Readers 
head with a ſuppoſed direttion therein of naturall rea- 
ſon, and that ſufficient. 1 ſay ſuppoſed ; for he fheweth 
no direction therein of naturall reaſon either ſufficient 
or inſufficient. 


ME, B, here beginneth to bleſſe himſelfe 5 as 
if indeed ſome euill Spiric had appeared. This 
belike was the blaſphemous matter thar hee mer 
with in my Booke. But hee muſt not thinke 


with ſuch ſcar-bugs to carry itaway, He hath not 
S 2 babes 
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Mogratres mi * babes and children onely todeale with, His iudi- 
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cious Readers will not be (cared with ſuch out- 
cries, from ſcanning and diſcuſſing the things que- 
ſtioned ; howſocuer ſome {1mple, or ſome partiall 
ones may. 

Betore he commeth to exagitate the bl1phemonus 
Aſſertion,to caſt ſome duſt in his Readers eyes, and 
breed ſome preiudice of the aduerſe party : * hee 
makxeth Mr, G, no better than 4 7zzler, who fore- 
ſeeing the weakneſle of ſome thing in the Aſump- 
tion or (cond part of his Argument, laboureth 
with other by-matrer to trouble the Readers head be- 
fore-hand,thatthe ſame may not be diſcerned. And 
the w.ts the cauſe, (as MF, B. peremptorily telleth 
you, hauing diſcouered the miit that [ caſt before 
my 2eaders eyes, and knowing my minde herein 
much vetter than I did or doe my ſeIfe) why 1 ioy- 
ned the doing it ſelfe of an Aft with the manner there- 
of; and why 7tell him of a ſuppoſed direition of na- 
tarall reaſon. Hee had need of a long clew, that 
treadeth the maze of this wilde and intricate dif- 
courſe. Bat that it may appeare in a word to the 
Reader, how ſincerely M*, B. herein demeaneth 
himſelfe: What is it in mine 4/#73tion, thar [ 
made all this doe abour,for teare my Reader ſhould 
diſcouer the vnſoundneſle of it? Forfooth that 4 
Lot is lawfull i it ſelfe. Which Propoſition (though 
none of mine, and yet I denie it not neither) M, B, 
ro oppole telleth vs (in ſuch language as Ithinke no 
learned man beſide himſelfe would vic) that Euery 
Lot is not lawfull in it ſelfe. Bur let that poſition 
be found in any part of wine 4//amption, not as 
Mr, B, 


againſt M*.B*. Reply. 


Mr. B.frameth it, but as it is in wy Booke, and I will 
freely confeſle the whole accuſation, that to this 
very end [did it whatſoeuer 1t was that MF. B, here 
faith I did ; for I vnderſtand not well whatitis. If 
no ſuch thing be in it, with what Conſcience can 
Mr. B. ſay ſo peremptorily, that I did I know not 
what to kzepe my Reader from diſcerning that, or 
the detaulc of thatin it, that indeed is not there ac 
all? And thus hauing cleared wy (clfe from ſuch 
tiniſter intention, as MF, B. here chargeth rae with, 
and I not onely had not, but could nor have : let vs 
proceed now to the pozrt it ſelte. 


Bat let vs with feare and trembling conſider Me.G.,. 
1oit ſlrange poſition, to wit, | Neither the doing of 
any act, nor the manner of doing needeth warrant from 
the word, if naturall Reaſon of it ſelfe afford ſufft- 
cient dire(tion, | Let vsconfider it, I ſay, tozether with 
his reaſon. For, ſaith he, the word is giuen ws, in 
morll matters to ſupplie the defect of naturall reaſon 
cauſed by our firſt parents their fall. Is it onr beſt way 
then to ſeete ſufficient airection in morall matters from 
naiurall reaſon, before wee conſult with God mm his 
word ? For the ſaid direction ts two times uroed thus. 
1 ſay, where naturall reaſon doth nat of it [elfe afford 
ſufficient direction. And need not a man know, that 
he hath warrant from Gods word, if in his perſwaſion 
he hage ſafficient direttion from naturall reaſon ? 
Doth the Maxime of Gods Spirit, quated here by M*.G. 
towit, | Woat is not of faith is jinne,) intimate, that 
whatſoentr is done by ſufficient direction from natu- 
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I. B, 


Rom: 14, 2.4, 


rall reaſon is of faith ? Became naturall reaſon onely 


S 3 defettine, 
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T. G, 
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defetiue, and not corrupted alſo by our firit Paremts 
their fall? O God haue mercy pon Vs! For 1 ſecs 
that the wiſdome of the fleſh is enmitte againſt thee - 
for it is not ſubiect ts thy Law, wither indeed canbe. 
But why doe 1 wex my foule with this fearefull do- 
rine, ſeeing MF, Gs, heart fainteth in the proſecs- 
tion thereof ? Foy at laſt he commeth to [ay: Neither 
doth the word abrid:e ws of the helpeand wſe of natu- 
yall Reaſon for direction in ſuch att1ons, Here is ſome 
more authoritie (towit, Of not abridoing vs of the» 
helpe, &+c.) ginen to the word. For it doth imply, that 
the word minht abridee Vy, Fc. Trerefore our moſt 
warrantable way i to be well informed, when and how 
far the word doth gine vs leaue to wſe the direftion of 


paturall reaſon in morall matters, If this be ſo, then 


the former ſirange dottrine is contradicted, and 1 
need not make any anſwer to the Scriptures quoted in 
the Margent. 


The /{ranze and fearefull Poſition, as Mr. B. con- 
cetueth 1t, is this : Neither the domme of any Ac, nor 
the manzer of doins needeth warrant from the word, 
if naturall Reaſon of it ſelfe afford [ufficient diretti- 
#n. Its this, as I deliver ic my lelte ; For the doing 
of euery att, and the doing of it in this or that manner, 


if naturall reaſon will not of it ſelfe afford ſufficient 


direffion , there muſt be warrant had out of Gods 
word. 

If the difference betweene theſe two be deman- 
ded; I anſwer: 

Firſt, Mr. Bs. Propoſition may ſeeme to imply, 
that in any AG whatſcener ſufficient direttion may 
by 


againſt M-.B-. Reply. 


by naturall Reaſon ve afforded, (which I ſay not: ) in 
mine onely, that in ſome kinde and ſome caſes 
there may. In the former manner (it ſeemeth) M*. 
B. pleaſed to propound it, to procure the greater 


preiudice to that that [ hold. 
Againe, (wherein the moſt materiall difference 


conliſteth) it is one thing for an ation to haue war- 
ra2t from Gods word, ( which I denie not bur that 
euery action ought to haue) and anotherthing to 
haue that warrant taken immediatly our of zt ; as 
{hall aftrerward appeare. So that neither doth Mr.B. 
here faich{ully relate what I ſay, nor doe I afthrme 
whar he here relateth, © 

Yer for the point, as MF. B. here propoundeth 
ir, fauing whar he would ſeeme ro imply in it, and 
burden me and my cauſe with the enuie of; the Pro- 
poſition ic ſelte containeth ſuch an vndeniablerruth, 
as there is no man, I ſuppoſe, endued with com- 
mon ſenſe, but will acknowledge it. For if Na- 
turall Reaſon of it ſelfe afford ſufficient direition, 
there need no further warrant from ought elſe ; ſince 
that it were not ſufficient yer, if it needed ought 
elſe. Anditwas cuen ſo with 44am in his originall 
eſtate. If any truth vndeniable then be fearfull and 
ſtrange,then this poſton peraduenture may be ſuch; 
but nor elſe. 

But for the pointas I propound it; (for with that 
now [I deale not) that for the doing of enery act, and 
the doing of it thus or thus, if natural reaſon w1il not 
of it ſelfe afford ſufficient direction, there muft be_ 
warrant had out of Gods word, It the queſtion be 


demanded, why I ſpeake in this manner, I anlwer, 
cauſe 
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becauſe many things in this kinde are ſo cleare and 
euident ceuen to naturall reaſon, that there can no 
doubt be made of them, or that they may vnan- 
ſyerably and neceſſarily be thereby concluded ; 
for which therefore 4 max need not further war- 
rant oat of the word; not that the warrant of Goas 
word is in any wiſe needlefſe; but that a man may 
thereby be well aſſured , that it hath warrant #n 
Gods word. For what is the word of God for morall 
things,but the perfection of true Reaſon, and a Summe 
or Body of that Law of Nature at firſt imprinted in 
mans ſoule ? Sothateicher it mult be held that there 
are ſomethings in the Law of God not agreeable to 
Reaſon ; orelle it muſt needs follow, that * whatſo- 
cuer is agreeable to the rales and grounds of true. 
Reaſon , is agreeable likewiſe to the Law of God: 
ſince that rae Reaſon cannot poſſibly crolle it ſelfe, 
nor ſ{werue or diſagree in ought from it ſelfe, To 
ſay therefore that for the doing of enery Act, and the 
doing of it thus or thus, if naturall Reaſon will not of 
7 ſelfe afford ſufficient direftion, there muit be war- 
rant had out of Gods word :it is ajl one as to ſay, 1s 
prouino of points in controuerſie betweene the Papiſts 
and ws by Authorittes, if a man be not very ſure that 
his memorie faile him aot, he muſt hane recourſe to his 
Bookes, Which when a man ſaith, his meaning is 
not that he may alledge ought that 1s notin t<- 
Bookes whence he alledgeth it, but that it the allega« 
tions be {o frelh and fo tirmein his memory ,that he 
is well aſſured thereof, he need not make further 
ſearch into his Bookes for it. Or to come necrer 
hom?, to ſay, 1» morall things,as well for every thing 
thas 


againſt MF. B*. Reply. 
that 4 wan doth, «5 for the manner of doing it, if the 
word of God elſe-where afford not ſufficient direftion, 
there muit be warrant had out of the Decalogwe_Þ. 
Which ſpeech ſhould not argue that any ation 
may be done of vs, that we haue no ground for in 
Gods Law : but that if we can findeground for it 
in any othcr part of Geds word, we may thereby be 
ſure that it hath vndoubted ground there. To the 
Re:/on that I adioyne taken from the end of the 
werd, ginen in morall matters to ſupply the defett 
of natural Reaſon, %c, M*,B, anſwereth nothing 
at all ; but askerh onely, if it be our beſt way to ſeeke 
ſufficient direction from naturall Reaſon, before we 
conſult with God in his word. No. Who faith it? 
Bue yet ſofnetimes naturall Reaſon aftordeth 
grounds more readily without keking,than che word 
doth. And it is 4 certaine truth, that ! a Reverend 
Diuine hath, that In exery attion of common life (yea 
in many of them, ſay I, whereof no doubt or que- 
ſtion is made by any) to finde out ſome ſentence 
clearely and infallibly ſetting before our eyes what we 
ought to ave, ſeeme we in Scriptare neuer [8 expert, 
would trouble s more than we are aware. 

To refle&t vpon our former inſtance concerning 
the Decalozue, who doubteth but that all a mans 
aRions ought to be grounded vpon it, ſince thar 
they are all lawfull or vnlawfull fo far forth as they 
are cither conſonant vnto or diſſonant from that 
that is therein contained. Yet how many ations 
are there, the lawfulnefſe whereof may be demon- 


firated much more readily from ſcme other, either 
profes of Scripture, or grounds in Naturegthan from 
| T any 
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any Brezcy of it? Yea inre/o.utton of doubts, how 
ofc doe tae * vet ana reit2ionſc/? 1uines reſolue Ca: 


fes of Cenfciexcs concerning Call ations, by 


oroungs of Reafsn, without ailrgation of any Scrid« 
bares f | 

Yea but, ſaith MF, D. ned wat a man know that 
he hath warrant ſrom Gods word,if in his perſweſion 
hee hive ſufficicat airetion from nattrall Reaſon ? 
How doth rhis follow from ought that I ſay? It it 
doe not, as it doth. not, I might well returne ic to 
M-, B.andrequeft him to returne an anſwer to ir 
himfcifz. But 1 anſwer : If he be ſure he hath, 
he may thereby know it, and need not therefore 
in that regard to- ſecke further for it, ſaue for the 
ſurther ſtrengthning of his fa/th, if ſome doubt 
ſhould ariſe of ir. If he be fallly perſwaded of ir, 
the caſe is all oe, concerning dirc& warrant from 
the word, For bc he fallly perlwaded of ſufficient 
diretion either. from yatnrall Reaſon, or the writ- 
ten word, * hee hath iuſt cauſe to looke further, 
though he be not awatcofir. 

But death that Maxime, What is wot of faith is ſin, 
inline, thit whatſorucr is done by ſufficient direttt- 
en from vatwrall Reaſon is of Faith? Hereis anew 
giere, that I am not bound toatſwer. Nor doe I, 
as Mr, B. would intimate, deduce any ſuch thing 
irom thence, Yet I ſay, that what/oencr & ſo done 
is of faith : becaule whatſoeucr i ſs done, as be- 
fore was ſh:wed, hath ſafficient warrant from the 
word, | 

Yea but #424743 Reaſon is not defective onely,but 
corrupted ail0. Whatthen ? Is.it ſo vecerly defaced. 

[a OS 0g that 


 . apainſt Mr. Bs, Reply. 


that there is nothing left of ir, thata man can have 
any certainty at all of? ® No Sec of Philoſophers 
was eucr heid more abſurd, than thoſe that held 
thatmen had no certaine knowledoe of any thin?, For 
morals grounds it ſeemeth M-. B. holdeth the ſame 
with them : at Jealt without holding ſo, that that 
he ho!deth here cannot be vpheld. For if natzrall 
reaſon be ſo corrupted by the fal of our firit Parents, 
that nothing can certainly be from thence conclu- 
ded concerning thelawtulneſle or vnlawtutneſle of 
ought, then it & certarne that there is #9 cer raixe_s 
kuowleage of ought in that kinde; and rothing 7s 
certaine therein, "but that all things are viterly and 
vniuerſally wncertaine, T hat © renerend Ciuine be- 
fore mentioned, hath not amiſſe abſerued , what 
infinite perplexities, doubts, and [cr wlvſitics will 
ariſe in mens mindes, and what ſtops and rabs wil 
be cail into the courſe of mens lizes, with the weaker 
and (impſer fort eſpecially, concerning their or 2;- 
warie and ciuil affaires,if this light be ſuppreſſed,and 
men ſhould ener be conſtrained, though it burnt ntuer 
ſo clearely, yet wot to proceed by it ia ought, till they 
had ſolemne acceſſe jird ntothe written word, and 
fetched lizht from ſome particular ſentence #1 it, tor 
the further confirmation of them therein. But ! 
adde further; lincethatthe molt of mens partican 
lar aftions, which they muſt haue grownd tor bel ing 
infinite, are notexpreſly and preciſely inthe ;r; 
word ſpecified, and muſt therefore haue rhe 

rant by conſequences deduced trom ic, in v1 oh 
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+ SoMat.22.32. dedy/Fion, ſometime * anaturll principle is ioyned 
_— che with 4 teſtimonie of Scripture for the concluding of 
Ron4-3,4.6+ the thing queſtioned, and though © ewe places of 
- Wn. Scripture beproduced for it, which being in « Sy/o- 

» SoGal.3.11,12, £iſticall forme toyned together, may truly and 1n- 

Heb.1.4,7,8,3, tallibly conclude the point queſtioned, yet it is *natu- 
t 7.6 Keckerman, 7411 Reaſonthat muſt iudge of the force and frength 
precogn. Logic, of the Argument ; take we all certainty of indicature 
_— re trom naturall Reaſon in ſuch caſes, and we ſhall 
& 3-paſis,  haue no certainty left of the lawfulweſſe of ought, 
that is not 7 expreſ/e termes compriledin Scripture. 
I might well adde, that by this M*. Bs, manner of 

reaſoning, an vtter vncertainty might be conclu- 

ded euen of all things contained in Scripture , at 

leaft to thoſe that doe not exaaly vnderſtand the 
Originals : For if this Inference be ſound, Natural 

Reaſon is in part defeitine and corrupted : aud there- 
fore it cannot certainly informe os of ought : T his 

muſt alſoof neceflitie be allowed for a good Cay- 

ſequence ; All Tranſlations of Scripture are in part 

defeitiue and —_ : therefore nothing can certainly 

be learned out of them, Yea, Exery mans till in the 

Orivinals is in part defectine and corrupt ; and there- 

fore no man can certainly gather ought thence. 

Let Mr, B. therefore, who profeſſeth to haue 

ſoule ſo much wvexed with the fearefull doiirine that 1 

bere deliver take heed leſt by that that he here main- 
taineth, he vex the ſoule and perplex the conſcience of 

many 4 ſcrupulous Chriftian,and enfnarle them there» 

by in ſuch i#extricable difficulties, as he {hall never 

be able with all the sKill he hath to vnwinde them 


out of againe. 
But 


againſt M-.BY. Reply. 

 Buthe findeth me atlaſt fa/nting aud contradiftins 
wy ſclfe: and therefore all is now almoſt wel] 
apaine. And wherein? Forſooth, becauſe I afhrme 
that the word deth not abridge wv» of the helpe and w/e 
of naturall Reaſon for direftion in ſuch Actions. 
And how doth this comtrad; (tor I thought ir had 
confirmed) that which before I had delivered ? Mr, 
B, will make it cleare vnto you. 
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For firſt when 1 affirme that the word: doth not : 


abridee vs, 1 doe imply that it might abridge v5,of ſuch 
helpe. Is not this thinke you a ſtrange Inference ? 
As if when we ſay againſt 5 the Sroicks, that * Grace 
doth not ſtrip men of humane affections ; nor make_- 
- them flocks and frones ; we doetneroby imply, thar 
Grace might ſtrep them of it, and make meere blocks 
of them: As much to ſay, as that it might worke 
againſt ic ſelfe, - and the word worke againft that 
end for which it was given. But this' is too too 
ſenſleſſe. ; 

Secondly therefore our moſt warrantable way muſ? 
then be to be well informed, when and how far the- 
word gineth <vs leae bo ſe it. How followerh this 
vpon ought that 1 ſay, vnlefſethis bea good conſe- 
quence, Gods word doth not abridgews ; Therefore it 
& the bet way to be well informed, when and how far 
it doth. Burt ro-omit;thar to ſay, that 7? is the war- 
rantableit conrſe to'be-well informed when and how 


far forth Gods word in matters concerning the Law of 


Natare, (forthe * Morall Lawis no other) giueth ws 


liberty t1omake ve of truc redſan: 1s a5 machas to 


fay, that it the warrantableit win tobe well infor- 
wed how far. forth Gods wyrd werranteth ws to w/e 
13 
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Logick in ſcannino of morall matters, or how farre 
forth it gigeth ws leane to be reaſonable creatures, Let 


#1: B. hive what ke would : what followerh here- 


10082 hy? If that be fo.then .w99 ſirange dottrine 
toereby contracicted Which waygthinke we ? Marke 
the Con/rquence;(though the Antecedentallolfollow 
not vpoa ought that 1 ſay :) 1t & the beit way for 
7s to know how the word g:#e1h liberty to w/e this 
aireciion; Therefore there u no w/e of it for aireftion 
at all in this kinue. Nay rather, therefore there ts 
ſome wſe enen in this kinge of it ; or elſe to what 
end is it to labour to be informed, when «rd how far 
forth, of:that that is not-at:all.. Whether doth this 
contradict now M. B. or me?. Judge, Reader. 

But that which beſt is, Mr, B, hereby taketh oc- 
caſion to ouer-{lip whatſocuer my mareize here 


affordeth for the confirmation of mins opinion in 


this Pezyt.. How-ficly, you-ſhall ſee, if you obſctue 


how it followeth. MF. G. [aith, The word aviridgeth 


_ - Us wot of direction hereby :therefare it may abbridge : 


and therefore it is beſt to be informed how it abridgeth : 


. 6nd.thexefore M*. G*, daitrixie us coptradicted : and 
therefore 1 need anſwer none of his Arguments. Here 


are ſtrange Ergves. But where one hath no. liſtto 
doe a thing, a ſmall matter will ſerue to with-hold 


him. MF, B. that was a little before. ſo curious in 


this Araument to pull.in by head. and eares euecry. 
warginall note, though containing no matter of 
proofe, and drawne ont of the Ciaill Code z 15 cafily 
induced here ta let palle the margindll quotations, 
where they containe matter of confiryation,though 
extracted out of Lol; writ, Bur yer by his _ 

thou 


apainft Mr, B*. Reply. 
thou ſhalt have them; and indge when thou:halt 
them, whether M'. B. had need to haue anlivercd 
them or no. | 
- Firſt then, for the Poizt it ſelfethatT here hold; 
it is ncither yew nor ſ{ranze. It is all one, latth* Ter- 
tullian, whether a point be proued by Scripture er by 
Reaſon : thereby implying that what was allowable 
by che one, was warrantable allo vy the other. 
Secondly, for the proofe of it, we haue it both 
from the pradtiſe and the dotrive of the Apoltle 
Pand. Firlt for his praiſe; ! The ApsHle,ſuith Ter- 
tullian, appealcth unto Nathre, * Doth not Nature, 
faith he, teach you ? ſpeaking of ſyumecomely and 
vncomely habits : as * by Xetare both the comeli- 


nefſ:, and conſequently the warrantableneile of 


the one being juſtified 3 andthe vncomelinelle, and 
conſequently alſo the vnwarrantableneſlz of che 
other by the {ame alſo ſufhciently dete&ted. And 
againe, pleading tothe Corinthzans tor the mainte- 
nance of the Miniſterie, ® he vſeth rea/ovs drawn? 
{rom the light of vaterall reaſon in the firſt-place; 
which yet it {ſeemeth MF, B, would controll him 
for, it any o:her ſhanld ngw doc. 46.3; ; N42 bn 
Apiine, iVature it felfe, fauh 9 Tertnilian, ts in 
ftead of the: Law-to thoſe that are ignerant of 11, 
Phe the Gentiles, laith the Apoſtlegwhich bane net 
the Law, yet doe by Nature the things contazyed inthe 
Lew, tne; buning 1:0: the Law area Law tothemſclues. 
rbich ſhew the 'effect of the Law written in their 
hearts, their Confciexces alſo bearing witneſſe.and thzir 
coatiations 3 interchangeavly £xcuſinz and accuſing. 
And ſurgly, it 15e Lav: of '1vature Written in 4ns 
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heart be the very ſame ſo far forth as itis yet vnde- 
faced, with the Law of God reuealed in the word: 
Then wharſocuer by iit conſequence of Reaſon may 
be deduced from the grounds yet in Nature remal- 
ning of the one, may be cenainly knowne to be 
apreeablealſo vntotheother. 

And thus we have at length got out of this intri- 
cate Zabyrinth which Mr. B, hath drawne or rather 
withdrawne vsinto. If the Pomr were fo perilous, 


\ ashe herepretendeth, and zt vexed his ſoule in ſuch 


t Adore Scadture 
plenitudinem. 7 er- 
tull.adv. Hermoe. 


ſ *Auifns ame 
Twy Wwouur 
xaos, Chryſoſt. tn 
2 Cor.hom.13. 

t In bisque aperte 
poſotaſunt in Scripe 
gra Wuenunut 
1a onma, qu c0- 
tincnt fidem moreſ- 
gue wivend'. Ang. 
de aettr.Chr iſt. l. 2. 
C.9, 

u Kefrcherſores 6- 
mim 107 audio; ſc- 
quor inaglios. Hie- 
ron.afoloz. frolb, 
38 1,U3ite 

x Mr, \V, Brad- 
thaw. 


manner as he here profeſleth, it had beene a cha- 
ritable worke, I deeme, both to me and hitaſelfe, 
to haue let me ſeene it before this, eſpecially ſo in- 
ſtantly requiring the ſame, and ſo to haue freed his 
ſoule ſooner from this grieuous vexation, But for 
the Point itlelfe; © 1 adore, with Tertallian, the ple- 
witudcof Gods word, as much as M*.B.or any other 
man doth. I acknowledpe it with Chry/offome,and 
Atguſtine, to be ® amoſt porfetFand abſolute Rule2, 
* containing in it all things neceſſarte unto faith and 
good life. 1 ſhould grieueat the heart to haue vete- 
red the leaſttitele that ſhould tend to the derogati= 
on cither of it,or ought in it. If * I may be ſhewed 
that I haue ſo donein ought, I will readily recant it. 
Coricerning this Point in particular, (belides thoſe 
that viewed the whole worke,& aduertiſed me what 
they wiſhed ro have altered, which wasnot much, 
nor materiall) I had conference with * one not 


vknowne to M-. B, whom | haue before nanged in 

this Booke, as iudicious and as preciſein his iuidpee 

ment as the moſt z who not only concutred with 

meimir, making no doubtar all of it; bur w_ 
| ro 


apainſt Mr, B*. Rephy. 

told how he was oft troubled to fatisfie ſome in 
their Caſes propounded vnto him, though he gaue 
them neuer ſo good reaſon for his reſolution, be- 
cauſe they woule not therewith be ſatisfied, vnleſſe 
he could produce ſome place of Scriptare for euery 

rticular. But letthe wiſe and learned iudge: and 
if I may from them be informed that I haue here- 
in erred, I will ſay as he did, 7 Erre 1 may,but an He- 
retike 1 will not be ; I will not be obſtinate in mine 
error ; I will retra& it : which I may well, without 
the leaſt preiudice ro the maine matter in Queition, 
which it nothing concerneth, and will ſtand there- 
fore well enough without it. But * returne we to 


our taske, 


Fo then 7 proceed to the Aſſumption of the maine 
Argument. In the former part whereof it is tobe de» 
wicd (a5 was ſaid before) that every Lot is athing law- 
full zi it ſelfe. For as a Diuinatorie by him, Cap. 11. 
ſo a luſortous Lot by me and others is denied to be a 


thing lawfull in it ſelfe. 


To paſſe by the Nirange manner of ſpeech, thar 
Exery Lot is athing lawful in it ſelfe : which I ſop-' 
oſe none but M". B. will vſe. That « Lot 5 athing 
of it ſelfe indifferent, and conſequently lawfull in 
it ſelfe, yas before ſhewed. But. I haue nothing 
hereto fayto it: forinmine 4ſumprtionthereis no 
mention of it, M-. B. muſt anſwer, if he will, for 
his owne Argument. Þ 


More cleerely to anſwer the other part, It 10 bes 
V | obſerned, 


Y Erreve poſſum, 


14.5 
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obſerned, that into large Arnument ttcanmbe pe: 
thered what Mr, G.mcaneth oy Subief Muller. Ss the 
rind of ths Reader may be troubled with words which 
ourht nat to be. But by that which be writeth, p.2 JO. 
] underitanud , hee m:apety the matier whereabout the 
Lottery is imployed, If [o, I affirme thit the ſubiecf 
mailcy of a Loi is determined by God,namcly, A contro- 
werſic to be ended thereby : and therefore 1 alſo affirme, 
laſorioms buſineſſe (towſe MF. G5, owne word\p.130.) 
to beaſubiect matter of a Lot, noleſſe againſt the gene» 
r.al Ralcs of the Word than was the finding out of Tons 
in MG. indzemnent, p.278. If then aluſorious Lot 
be not athinz lawfull init ſelfe, and if Luſoriom baſi- 
wes beaſubiect matter of 4 Lot, th1t ts azainſt the gene- 
yall Knles, then how can the manner and other tircums- 
ſances, thou7h neither determined, ner forviddes, | e 
ſufficient warrazt for the w/e of a luſorigus Lot. 


Not to ſay, how fitly the place of Seripture in the 
Marzine is here applied. For the ſample Reader, if 
a man ſhould ſtand to explaine euery Schoole terme, 
that, in ſuch diſcourſes and diſputes as this, we are 
inforced oft to vic, it wouid dea very tedious taske 
both to Writer and Read-* Nor doth Mr. B, him- 
ſeite obſerue that P#/ethat he would tie others to :. 
For doth he not oft ſpeake of water, minor, propoi- 
tion, 4[[ump1ion, mood and figure ; Sub, pre, prima, 
&c, neuer informing hiz Reader what thereby. is. 
meant. Burt is it polhible that ſo learned 4 man as, 
Mr. B. ſhould not vnderſtand what ſo familiar and. 
ordinary a Logical terme as the Subiect Matter is, 
macaneth.? . But it 1s yet -more ſtrange that Mr. B. 

R$ Sraoonadhcy: ſhould 


againſt IF. D*. Reply. 


thould not vnderſtand what himſelfe faith. For this 
Aſſumt tien he [peaketh of, is not minebut his owne: 
nor doe [ here ſpeake any one word of the Subieit 
Matter of Lottery: it is himſelfe onely that doth 
" it. Which Sabie? Matter whether it be, as he ſaith, 
determined to be ſuch as he here ſaith, ſhall in his 
due place appeare. No more for the preſent, bur 
that tis J{/umplion 1-owne not, and therefore need 
take no care for it, whether it fall or tand,ſo far forth 
as it commeth here in queſtion. 


Letws try the force of the Aſſumptions confirmtion. 
It is true”, that Recreation ingenerall , indefinitely un- 
Herftood , is warranted by Gods Word, Bat Theleene 
M-".G. will not affirme all recreations taken ip by men 
zo be ſo warranted. Tes,(ſaith M*, G.) we may recre- 
ate our ſelues with any thing , that is not againſt thege- 
werall rules;beeauſe tonchins things wherewith we may 
reereate,there u nothing determined. 


T hat which indeed was mine 4/umption, M*.B. 
hath now at length by good hap light vpon. Bur 
knowing not well how to bring it otherwiſe in, he 
maketh ir the Confirmation of wine Aſ/umption, 
that is the confirmation of it ſelfe. Or rather, ac- 
cordingto Mr. Bs, analyſisand reſolution of mine 
Arguwent,(which was nor yet fo hard tobe broughe 
into forme) the conſirmuiows not of mine, bur of 
his owne 4/urption : and fo the 47gument ſhould 


thus ſtand; 


V3 Recreation 


IB. 


7-6. 
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Recreation in general is warranted, aud no pay: 
ticular manner of it preſcribed, tre. | 
Therefore a Lot is 4 thing lawſull is it ſelfe_, 
and the ſubiett matter and manner (vc. are 
not determined by Gods word, nor again the 
gexerall Rules. 
You need not maruell why Mr. B. denieth not this 
Conſequence, albeit ic be moſt ſenllefſe. For if he 
ſhould, he knoweth.not any that would vndertake 
to defend it, but turneic hometo him the 5780 f4- 
ther indeed of it. 

But as he dealeth with me for mine Arguments ; 
ſo he doth the like with his owne z»ferences. He_ 
doth not beleene, he faith, that 1 will defend all re- 
creations taken wp by men to be warrantable. And yet 
as controlling himſelfe herein, he ſaith, Tes. What 
is that but as much as, he det? Now how pro 
uech hee this groſle Calumrie? Thus forlooth. 
Mr. G. ſaith, we may recreate our ſelues with any 
thing that is not againit the generall Rules. And doth 
he Gas faith ſo, defend that All recreations taken 
wp by men are allowable ? T his is* fo palpable, that 
a man though farke blinde, yer might feele it with 
fingers. 


of this euafion, [ Not againi?| 1 need not ſpeake 4s. 
this inſtant. 


No : we hauc had more than enough of italrea- 
dy too oft. ' 28 


Buj 8ougving things not determined,ſo much inculca- 
ted ut 


TAN 1 y Þ a "DIY. | 


ted, 1aske whether things muſt be determined partica- 
larly,or by name,or elſe if not ſo forbidden,they are law. 
fell; 1/ fo, why doth Mr. G. ( ſpeaking ef diners parti. 
culars ) as of a Key anda Booke, of a paire of ſheeres, 
and 4 ſiene,and ſuch like, ſo earneitly aske, Are they any 
waere found reucaled in the Word of God ? Where he ts 
of another mind then here, arguing thus : Not found 
there commanaed or permitted ; therefore unlawful. If 
it be ſaid,not ſo found there, to find ont a thieſe. 1 then | 
ſay, Neither are Lots ſo found there for recreation. 


What I meane by determined, may calily ap- = 6. 
peare by the inffances giuen of * 1he Paſſeouer tied ,,.,; .. . 
to a certaine time, and the® ſacrifices reſtrained to \ ,,,,, ,.s., 
ſome one certaine place z to wit, tinted to ſome one — 
or more particular matter, manner time, place,&c. as 
en the other (ide, by not determined, ſuch as are left 
free without ſuch ſpeciall reſtraint, as the free-will 
offerings, vowes, &C. 

For the 06ieZio here brought, we had it once 
before ; and there it was anſwered. Neither doth 
Mr, B. cite my words there vſed (incerely, but as he 
is wont: And the placeitſelfe, had he not clipt the 
tongue of it, would without further helpe haue 
afforded him an anſwer: to wit, that ſuch Z ots d:- | 
#inatorie muſt haue ſome ſpecial inſtitution, becauſe | 
that is required of them, which by no naturall | 
power that either is in them, or man can adde ro | 
them, they areableto effet. Let M*, B. prooue as | 
much by the ſorting Lot z and chere an end. 
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But if by not determined, be meant, Things where= I. B, 
T3 with 
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with we my recreate, are net determined in the Word, 
either expreſly, or by tuft conſequence, then, wh: ſoener 
ſaith ſo, i/ hebewiſe, will a4de[ ſo far as 1 doe remems« 
ber and xnow. | For wha can remember all the ſenten« 
ces of holy Scriptares, and know al iajt Conſequences, 
that m3 te made from them ? If ne thus ade, then his 
Nezition isaf no valiatty ;*nt he himſelfe ts taa bold in 
denjinz, P93 preſumption, tht another rememoreth 
a8:iKnoweln na miarethum he, 


Here Mr, B. thinx«th hz hath gotme onthe hip, 
An |either he will condemne me of great hi: 1M 
tion and want of mucn wiſdame, or ellis ouerthrow 


_ the maine ſtrength of mins 4r29men?, Þ hat concer- 
ning recreation therefore there are wo /pecialt rules 
preſcribed ia Scripture, whereby it is finted to this or 
that particular matter, and ts therefore (as from Cal 


uin before was well and truly affirmed): ge diretFed 
by the generals; it that which I affirme, and Peter 
Xartyr with me; as by my Mareine (which Mr, B, 


* Liirque furit had no liſt, it ſeemeth, to take notice of) may 
tia Sacrar ena 


ennilus ſuis ritji- APPEATE. 

by & cermon.', Yea but no man withour preſumption,ſaich Mr.B. 
rs "oerg may ſo afiirme, vnleſſehe put in this exception, /s 
Yerho Dii difliti, far as I know or Tremember, Belides that Peter Mer= 
404 "Py ih E-4-6 tyr then was too preſumptuous in this very particu- 
bb: 6 FOO lar : Our D#uines that deale with the-Papi/fs are ve 
ſart{a-orvmeunes far. ouer-(eene ; with: whom theſe aſlertions are p4 
_ wet frequent and vſuall, * That Mitrimonie is 4 Secra- 
ſeopun,aut uquam ment, there is no Scripture for it ; That Penance, or 
Kowe ftaje. Mii Oy ders or extreame Vnttion, is a Sacrament cannot out 


= po b = of Gods word be proutd: > That Peter was ever at 
Rome, 


againſt M*.B*, Reply. 


Rome, or was Biſhop there, or that he hal a («perioritie 


of power and authoritie aboue the reit of the Apoſiles ; 
or that the Paye ſucceedeth him either in Lis ſeate or 
in ſuch rizht, cannot be made goed ont of Gods ward, 


S 
And againe, © for 4 wan torepazre to th? Siramert 


e&aſhriacs x t1 eat fleſh in Lent, $C. are not a%uinil any. 


word of Gol. Yeathisis agenera'l plea with them 


againſt moſt of the Popiſh ſuperſtitions," that iveres. 


is no ground for them in Goas werd.\\ hereas iithey 
had conſulred with M-.B.before-hand,they ſhould 
haue beene b:tter aduiſed, and haue added al-waies 
this exception ; So far 5 1 know or reinember : and 
ſo giuen their Aduerſaries-iult cauſe to haue laught 
- at them fo*their {avour;: \Vhere obſerue we witch- 
all, what -ad:iantage MF. B, here giueth to the Ad- 
werſarie,, when he (hall be preſſed with ought in 
this kinde. For tell we one of them, that for a man 
to refuſe Shrift is not agaiuit ought in Gods ward : 
Afﬀer aduice had with M*, B. hee may ſoone thape 
you an anſwer, that you are very preſumpiuons ſo to 
ſay: forean you, or any man elſe, remen;ber all the. 
ſemtences in Scriptare, or know al in;? conſequences 
that may be made from them? Which if it be a ſound 
and ſufficient anſwer, ſurely for many po'nts of Po- 
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cucn well nigh * 
, . q 
all wherein they | 


diflent from vs, 


have no founda.: 
r on in the Scrip-- . 
tires FB bite thid,+ © 


pery,as ſome of their yew Sacraments, &c. we muit ſet. 5. nu. 8. 


lay our hands vpon our mouthes,and let them alone 
with them, for ought that I ſee. As it the Scrip- 
tare were ſo vaſte and diffuſed 4 pecce of worne,that 
2 man could not, without he h:d ſuch az incite 
wmemorie and 4 wninerſall onderitanding, te)| what 
were of ſome particular ſubieits delivered in each 
part of it Yea what a miſerable _ _ 
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Mr. B. by this meanes plung Chriſtian mens Conſci- 
ences into,the more ſcrupulous ſort eſpecially,when 
for particular cinill aitions of ordinarie w/e , their 
ſcrupulous hearts cauſleſly mouing doubt of them, 
hauing ſearched to and fro i» Gods Booke, though 
they can finde nothing ar all that may controll 
them in the vie of them, yet they (hall ſill be per- 
plexed, becauſe Mr,B.hath herejinformed them,thar 
there may yet be ſomewhatin Gods word againſt 
them, neither can they, doe they what they can 
haue any aſlurance of the contrary, vnleſſe they ha 
ſuch memories and onderſtandings as MF, B. here 
ſpeaketh of? I cannot here paſle by a paſſage of 
* Calvin.infit.z. M*. Caluins concerning ſuch ſcruples ; © Theſe and 
(15S 7: the like, faich he, /eeme frivolous trifles : but there is 
more in them than men are commonly aware of. For 


when mens Conſciences are once in this manxer enſua- 
red, they enter into a long and an intricate Labyrinth, 
from whence it ts no eafie matter to get 6ut againe_. 
f $i dubitare cepe- * If a man ſhall begin to doubt, whether he may wſe_ 
rit, an lino uti - 1x or linnen made thereof, in his ſheets, ſhirts, hand- 


6eat,nec de cannabe 


: ſrrurus erit, Rerchefs, towels, table-napkins, 3c. he will not long af< 
—— ya de "uw ter haue the lite os hempe; and afier ts Y 
incidet duvitativ. 1,g7pe too. And he will begin to thinke whether he- 

may not dine and ſup without any Table-cloth or nap- 

kins'at all: and ſo conſequently whether he may 

vic them or no, when he may well enough be with- 

5 Deniquecoveni- Out. Yea 8 at length, faith he, you ſhall bane a mars 
et, nt ſuper tranſ- come to that paſſe, that he will thinke it a finne (a5 we 
gy 2. ac; ſay) to ſtride ouer 4 ſtraw, Such height of ſuperſti- 
&re xefas ducat. tow men grow vnto, when way is giuen to ſuch 
frivolous [craples, which yer Mr. B, here _ 

my 


| apart IVF. D*. eply. 
much matter vnto. For ſuppoſe we one of theſe 
ſcrupulous Chriitians, yea or any other, ſhould re- 
paire to Mr, B. and moue this as a doubt to him, 
whether zt be lawfaull for him to weare band and 
cuffs either of cambricke or holland, and M", B.hauing 
athrmed that tc «, he ſhould demand of him, what 
warrant out of Gods word he cenld furniſh him with 
for it. Anſwer him this way, that 4ppareli in gene- 
yall &s intojzned, and for the matter of it there is no 
eciall direttion of reſtira'nt given in the word, and 
therefore liberty left for any that s wot again#t the 
enerall Rules in the word, of decencie, modeſlic , fru- 
galitie, &c. reſolving him of ſuch as doubt or que- 
ftion may be moued of: and it is not vnlikely but 
you may giue him good (atisfafion therein. Where- 
as goe M*, B*, way and tell him, that though appa- 
yell it ſelfe be allowed, yet whether the matter of it 
be determined or no, neither he nor any man can (ay, 
wnleſſe he had all the Bible, and what[ocuer is contained 
in it,or may be deduced from it, in his head : | ſuppoſe 
you will be ſo far from giuing him any good {atiſ- 
faction, that you will leaue him more perplexed 
than you found him ar firſt. I propound ſomewhat 
of this kinde in purſuit of mine 472ument, which 
MF.B. miſdoubting he. might run aground there, 
lily faileth by, and not ſo.much as once taketh no- 
tice of, Either he medleth with the Concluſion, and 
paſſerh by the premiſes : Or hee frameth me ſuch 
matter of confirmation as hee pleaſeth, and letterh 
paſſe that that I propound. I demand then,rubbing 
vp Mr. B5. memorie alittle, as before in my Booke, 


what other proofe can be _ for the tuſtifying 
of 
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of Bowles or Cheſſe-play, than ſuch as is here pro- 
pounded, which it behoued himro haue anſwered 
if he knew any beter, conſidering that the inſtance 
was of much more moment for the clearing and 
confirming of this branch of mine Aſſumption, than 
many things that it hath pleaſed him to bepidling 
wichall. 

For the thing it ſelfe : Firſt, it is well knowne,that 
for many Heads,or Common places,whatis found in 
the word may ſoone be laid all together, as for 
games, for markets, tor mariage-feafls, for Lots, and 
the like: by conſideration whereof a man may oft 
be informed what is in Gzds word either for or 
againſt them. Secondly, ſuch things as require 4 
ſpecial Inflitution, (and of this kinde muſt a Zoe be, 
if it be 4 dine Oracle, and an immediate iud2ement 
and ſentence of God, as MF. B.pretendeth thar it is) 
the matter 15 much more obutous. Speciall Inffitu- 
tions in the werd are as ſtarres of the chiefe magni- 
zade, lo eminent and conſpicuous,that they cannot 
ealily lie hid, nor need ouer-much ſearch, and a 
man may boidly ſay therefore of ſuch and fuch 
things, that there is no ſpeciall inſtitution of them in 
the word. Thirdly, for merall matters, wee may 
draw to a neerer ſcantling than the hodze of the 
whole Bible ; ® the Summe of all is compriſed inthe 
Decalozue, and whatſoeuer a man is ſure to bs 
againſt none of thoſe * zex Words, orto come yetto 
a narrower compaile, againſt neither * 7ety, nor 
Charitie, the Summe of the | two Tables, hee may 
ſurely know not to be againſt ® any part of Gods 
word, and conſequently to have nothing in Go 
wora 


Ly |; x 


word againſt it, though hee haue not ſuch a vaſte 
capacitie of wnder/tanding or memory , as M*.B. 
here requireth. But conſider the whilſt what an 
* ytrer vncertaintie and irreſolution in this kinde 
ME. B. driueth vs hereunto: For by his grounds a 


n gg 


man may not ſafely ſay, that There s nothing avarni# 


wearing of an Hat in Gods word; wnleſſe he know aff 
conſequences that may be deduced from this Sen- 
tence of Scripture, * In the beginning God made_) 
Heauen and Earth. For if he muſt needs know {o 
much of all, that may ſafely ſay ſo of ought, then 
of that in particular, that being one of thoſe all. 


At laft let ws religiouſly confider the generall Rules 
ſo ofs ſpoken of, and we ſhall finde, that Mr. G, ſhould 
haxe done well not to haue pleaſed Libertines by plea- 
ding Not againſt, but 50 haue giuen the word due ho- 
wour by ſaying with M*. Caluin. | The wſe of things 
is to be limited according to the generall rules.] For 
theſe rules require Decency,Expediency, «nd Piety, 
and therefore they are nos obeyed by the w/e of things 
wor vadecent, zot inexpedient, 4d not impious. Fer 
it is to be noted, that in 1 Cor. 6.12.64 10.23. Pant 
ſaith not, All things are lawfull, but ſome things are 
inexpedient ;, but in both places thus ;, All things are 
lawfall, but all are not expedient. 


Of this diſtin&tion we heard before, and anſwer 
thereunto was there giuen. Yet leſt I ſeeme to 
paſſe by ſo graue and ſerious obſcruations with 
filence, 

Firſt, if choſe r#lcs require more than wot vnde- 

X 2 cent, 


- Gen.l. I, 


I. Bs 
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cent, not inexpedient , &c. then wharſoener is not 
mote than ſo, is agazni7 thoſe rules, and is no more 
by Mr. G. allowed than by M-. B. himſelfe, for 
ought that MF. G. here faith : which MF. B. alſo 
might ſoone ſee, if he knzw what he would haue. 
And therefore his, 1: /s to be noted, might very well 
ha'te been ſpared,foraay hurt ir dorh MF, G*.caufe, 
if that beall char ir proue. 

Againe, though this might ſuffice to keepe Mr. 
B*. x :epti n tru.n faſtning on oughe that I ſay : Yer 
I<t vs [ee of what weight his anno atzon hereis. The 
Apo'tle faith not, Some thinos are inexpedient, but, 
all thin:s are not expedient. Why ? whar difference 
is chere in the Apoſtles meaning here berweene 
a Morton cos, theſe trvo? H-are we the expolicion of * as acute 
Cuu.5k Caniabrigz and indicious a wr teras the moſt of thoſe thar theſe 

times of ours haue afforded vs, though one that 
> 1n1C.6.12, Jjuved in much obſcuritiez ® on the former place of 
the Apoſtle he thus paraphraſeth his words, 1f we 
Chriſtians onght to be ſocarefull in cherihing and im- 
« Vtvel a licito pronzng piety, © this we deeme our ſeluts reſtrained 
rerum uſu pea® euen from the Is wfull wſe of thins that hurt or hin- 
—_— a der piety, how much ought we to abſtaine from things 
4 Iu Cor.10.23- of their owne nature aud euery way vnlawfull, * On 
the other place yet more plainly : But all things are 
e 4. at quarundam got expedient : © that is, but theſe of ſome thinss is 
re is & Jorerimes incommodions and harmfall to a Chriitiars 
3:xius (ft, man, ts that thit concerneth the defence and increaſe of 
his faith and piety, and the furtherance of his eternall 
ſafety. Fer it is not tobe expetted from earthly things, 
of which the Av»oſtle principally here ſpeaketh, ſuch as 
are meat and arinke, that they ſhould direcily furtner 
our 
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our ſaluation : it is enough if they be not an impedi- 
ment thereunts. And againe afterward: * That doth 
not edifie; that is, is an hinderance to our brothers 
faith, piety, and ſafety. As for decencie and inde- 
cencte ; piety and impiety, in ations capable of ci- 
ther, M*, B. may as foone 5 dznide the point of « 
Spaniſh neeale, as alhgne any medium betweene the 
one and the other. Meane while Mr, B. hath ſer a 
new /nare here to intangle and ſnarle ſcrupulous 
Conſciences in. For though xo tmdecency can be dil- 
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couered in ſome kinde of attzre, yet it they ® heare * Et Magis andi- 


MF. B. they {hall hang, vpon this new conceit 0 
his, ſtill in ſuſpence, whether it may be auowed to 
be decent or no. I might adde, that with much difh» 
cultie and no litcle adoe they muſt haue it proued to 
them by ſome /entence of Scripture, (which I would 
faine heare MF. B. pertorme) tor yo rca/on will ſerue 
el(&, that itis (0. 


Les ws conſider theſe rules yet ſomewhat more 


neerely to the point. Touching the firit : The words of 


the Apeſile, 1 Cor. 1 4. 40. be theſe. | Let all things be 
done honeſtly, and by order. | In which is nointima- 
tion that all things are in themſelues lawfull to be 
done, which are dene honefily and by order : but a 
charze, that all th:ngs, be they in themſelues newer [0 
lawfull, be done honeitly and by order. Theſe drinke 

ns to Bacchus, commonly called Healths, per att» 
tiphralin , are ſolemnized ſomeumes with ſtanding, 
ſometimes with kneeling, alwaies with putting off: hats, 
and ſome ſpeech more or leſſe: are they acceptable to 


God, becauſe they are thus orderly carrie ? If pot ther 
| X } be 


F © ah quam auſcul- 
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be Lots and thewſers of them in gaming nener ſo or« 


derly diſpoſed, yet are they not therefore inſiified. 


M:, B*. taske is to inſtance if he meane to doe 
ought, againſt what generall Rule of Gods word 4 
luſorious Lot i; for that is the iſſue that we now 
are at. But in ſtead thereof Ms. B. telleth vs that 
that no man denies, that if it be in it ſelfe vnlawfull, 
it is not the more juſtifiable, becauſe it is not againſt 
this firſt rule of order. And what is this tothe pur- 
poſe? I ihe for a pickaxe, and Mr. B. reacheth 
me 4 ſþade. This is mine Argument, Game 7n ge- 
nerall being allowed, and no particular matter or man- 
ner of it preſcribed, any is lawfall that is not againſt 
the generall rules of Gods word : But Lottery i ſuch, 
to wit, not againſt any generall Rule of Gods word: 
therefore Lottery ts lawful. T hat it & of it ſelfe— 
lawfull is the Concluſion ; that it is not againſt any 
encrall rule of Gods wordis the A//umption. M-.B. 
denieth the Conclufiow ; ſaith zt i wnlawfull; and 
that it cannot be made lawful, though it be not againſ? 


ſome one ſuch Rule, What manner of anſwering call 


we this,wherein nothing is denied or anſwered to, 
but that that indeed ought neuer to bedenied ? 


Touching the ſecond Rule, It ts true, That all 
things mu#t be expedient, that is, edifie, 1 Cor. 10.23. 
Therefore they (finne who ſtumble or offend a brother, 
that is, occaſion him to fall or be made weake, Rom. I 4. 
12,21. But luſorions Lots occaſion thouſands to fall 
into ſinne, and to be weake in goodneſſe. Therefore 


they doe net edifie, and therefore are not _—_— 
ere 


apainſs M*.B*. Reply. 


Here M-. B. ſpeaketh ſomewhat to the purpoſe 
indeed, if his 4»/wer could be made good. For he 
ſaith, that 4 luſorious Lot « againſt this ſecond Rule. 
But how proueth he it ? Becauſe /u/orions Lots occa- 
ſion thouſands to fall into ſinne, and grow weake in 
gooaneſſe, What doth euery Lot wſed in game doe 
ſo? Makethat good and takeall. Let M*.B.proue, 
that every Lot wſed 7n game, as for example ſake, 
euery /buffling of arrowes, or choiſe of pawnes hidin 
the hand to decide leading, or euery game that chil- 
dren play at,euen and odde,heads and points, Sc, doth 
occaſion thouſands, or ome one ar eaſt or other ts 

all into ſinne, or grow weake in gooaneſſe, and I will 
yeeld all luſorious Lots tobe valawfall, It he can- 
not, he muſt no more condemne all !»/orious Lots, 
becauſe where they are abuſed they produce ſuch 
_ effeRs, then all w/e of boules for diþort in generall, 
becauſe bouling abuſed doth alrogether as much, 


Concerning the third Rule, Letall things be done to 
Goas glory, I Cer.10.31. 1s thu to Gods glory, towſe 
his Name in any other caſe, than wherein God is well 
pleaſed his Name ſhould be vſed, and then to take that 
Name tn aine? Is tempting of God anyglory to God ? 
But playing with 4 Lot is towſe Gods name in another 
caſe, than wherein God well pleaſed his Name ſhould 
be wed ; and then alſs to take that Name in vaine: and 
it is a grieuorns tempting of God, as ſhail be proued, 
Tacrefore playing with a Lot & not ts Goas glory, and 
by conſequence not agreeable to religion and piety... 


T his is, to vie M*, BY, terme, the Rill-cow _— 
ut 


I. B. 
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Bur all that here « ſorting Lot is charged with, is 
yet to be proued. Ir (hall be, MF. B. ſaith. In good 
time; bur till then * nothing is done. Nor is it 
true that M-, B.ſaith in the next words, vnleſle what 
ſhall bedone, be done already. 


Though it be ſuſfciently proued that Iuſorious Lots 
are aireftly againſt two of the generall Rulcs ; and not 
warranted by the third : Sothat MF, G. hath not b:ite« 


red his cauſe by appealing to them. 


How ſufficiently M . B. hath proued this, what- 
ſocuer he will doe; I haue ſhewed : ! Nor is my 
caufe yet any thing hereby impeached, vntill more 
be brought againſt it, than as yetis. 


Tet it is to beobſerned, that all the Rules require 
Things and Attions to be according to them. But MFG, 
by onely ſpeaking of them, would in/lifie circumſtances, 
and meanes of playins with Lots, if ( forſooth) they 
be pot againſt them. 


Of that friuolous exception, and diftintion of 
according to them, and not agaznſt them, enough al- 
ready hath beene ſaid. 

For the reſt here obieCted, that by oxely ſpeaking 
of them, 1 would inſtifie circumſtances ana meanes of 
playing with Lots, if they be not againſt them, albeit 
neither I, nor any man elſe, I beleeue,belides Mr.B. 
himſelfe, vnderftandeth well whatit meaneth : yet 
to cleare my ſelfe from ſuch aſperſion, as it may 


ſzeme to caſt on me ; I will briefly relate the —_ 
0 


again V » Ds. A\Ct Wt . : 


of mine 4r2umext reduced into due forme, Thus 
then it Nandeth : Ws 
Any meanes or manner of recreation that is nat 
42ainit the generall Rules of Gods ward,theſe and 
the like, is allowable. | 
Lottery is ſuch a meanes of recreation 4s is not 
againit any of the generall rules of Gods word, 
theſe or the like. | 
Lottery therefore is a meanes of recreation allows 
able. | 
The Propoſition I thus proued : 
Where a thing ts allowed, and the meanes, manner, 
and other circumitances are not inpariicular de- 
termined; there is any meanes or manner of it 
allowed that is not apainit aſe generals, Bus | | 
ſuch is recreation : for it ts allowed in general, | 
nor are the meanes, and manner and other circum | 
ſtances of it determined in particular. | | 
Any meanes or manner of it therefore is allowed | 
that is mot againſt the penerall rules of Gods word. 
In explication of the fir/# Propoſition , I relate 
thoſe Rules : For confirmation of the 4//umprion, 
I require to be nominated, a2ain/# what generall rule | 
Lottery uſed in game doth offend. Now let M*, B. 
ſhew which way herein I offend. 


Tis haing euidently ſhewed the Reaſons inducins 1, B. 
(ot drawing) M*, G.to allow luſorious Lots, to be_s 
bath fearefull; as theſe exafine ſpeeches, | Not eaill 
in themſelues | | Not prohibited | | Not determs- 
ned | and | Not againſt the generall Rules] doe im- 


fort ; and otherwiſe onſound; 1 will (with Gods 
h Y helpe 
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helpe 1 bope) reply pow Mr. Gs, anſwers to mine Ar- 
guments againſt playing with Lots contained in my 
Dialozne. 


T. 6, How well Mr. B. hath quit himſelfe in this his 
oppotition, there will no doubt, I ſee, be made, if 
m Dextraſmiſram he may be his owne Indge. Bur if his ® left hand 


meliorem &x gladio ; RS Rr 
Co davabce- ſteed him no better than his r42h7, nor his /þield doe 


b:ntwr,quiſuame- Rim more pleaſure than his ſword hath, I doubt 

lies rap caoqgyM much whether his Reader will receiue from him 
A - . . . 

| cons any good ſatisfa&ion, howſocuer he may therein 


pleaſe and ſooth vp himſelfe. As there is feldome 


nr Autor laudit nn 
0p:63. Ovid.de Pont. any workman but liketh well of his OWwWne worke. 
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M..BALMFORDS 


Arguments againſt Games conſi- 
ſting in or dane V pu Chance, 
taken out of his Dialogue. 


Together with 


Mr. Gartaxtrs Anſwer to them 


in his Booke of the Nature and Vic 
of LOTS. 


As alſo 
M-.B*. Reply in defence of them : and 


Mr, Gs, Reioinder thereunto. 


The first Argument. 


=® Haſoeuer directly, or of it ſelfe, or 
J in 4 ſpectall manner tendeth tothe_ 
{2 aduancing of Gods name is to be wed 

"SS religiouſly *, ana not to be wed in 


Ye /port; a5 we may not pray or ſweare_z 
in ſport : * But the aſe of Lots directly, or of it 


ſelfe and in ſpeciall manner tendeth to the ad Wancins 
of the name of God in attributing to his ſþeciall Prg« 
widence in the whole and immediate diſpoſing of the_» 
Lot, and expecting the enent ?. 
Therefore the wſe of Lots is not to be in ſports. 
LR-2 I 


I.B. 
Dialog. Arg. 
I. 


n Mala.1.6,7. 


0 Exed. 20,7, 


Eſunzg.13. | 
Term, 4.2. 


P Privv.16.33. 
Ath,1.24,26, 


164. 


| - 

| Anſwer, 

Of Lots,chap, 
7. Sets. 


| Prov.ai6.32, 


YL A.1.24,2 ip 


h ſe Hieros. ſup, 
S. 4. Si, & Greg, 
772 I:$ech. boil. 4, 
Aliud eft quod de 
elocirine uſu atque 
elſcipline diciyus, 
eliud quod de mita- 
C4:0 ſc 11,t5s 


: 10), 7.16,17,19. 

k [oW. 1.7. 

| 1 $449.10.20,21. 

m Ath, I. 23, 245 
25,26, 


mnſwer t0 MF. DB”. RepUy 

T 2nſwer: The Aſſumption isnot true if it be vn- 
derſiood vniuerſally : ir concludeth nothing to the 
Queſiion if it be taken particularly. 

The proofe annexed to it ſcarce carrieth good 
ſenſe : the Printer, itmay be, is in faulr. - But it the 
meaning of the Authorbe, as'T conceiue it, (tor I 
muſt i13 part goe by gueſle) that the difpofition of euc- 
ry Lot ts willy attribated to, and the enent wholly exe 
perted from the ſpectall and immeaiate Prouidence of 
Goa; I denie it, neither doe the places produced 
proue it. Thef former of them, concerning ordt- 
nary Lots, or Lots in generall, was examined and 
anſwered ſufhciently before. 

The 5 jatrer is an example of an extraordinary 
Lot, wherein there was indeed an immediate and 
ſpecial! providence. But * extraordinary examples 
make no generall rules, Neither is it a good courte 
of arguing,to reaſon from the ſpeciall,or a [tngular, 
to the generall and vniuerſall ; much leile from one 
extraordinarte a&t oreuent, to all ordinarie courſes 
ofthe ſame kinde. Herein is the ditterence berwcene 
the one and the other, betweene the extraordiaane 
Lot,wherein there is an immediate hand of God for 
fpeciall purpoſe, and the ordinarie Lot, wherein 
there is 20t ; that the one could not but fall certain- 
ly, were it neuer ſo oft caſt, as in the Lots vſed for 
thediſcoueryot* 4chanand * 1onas,and inthe cle- 
Rion of ! Saul and ® Matthias,and the like : where- 
as the other caſt oft in the ſame caſe, as for partition 
of 200ds and chatels deſcending by inheritance 
vp9n, or bought in common by diuers, would-not 


conſtantly and certainly fall out till the lame. G 
The 
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The Aſſumption vnaerſiood generally is true : and 


the places quoted make good the proofe thereof, as ſhall 
be made manifest. 


This is faid ; but ſhould be done. But Mr, B. 
bauing ſaid, zt ſhall be, preſently ſlincketh away 
from it: nor doth euer after doe what here he vn- 
dertaketh, vnleſle it be by ſaying that it & manifeit 
to all that will ſee, that itis {0 as he faith. 


Firit therefore let ws conſider the ſuppoſed diſtin» 
fon betwecne ordinarie and extraordinarie Lots. 
M-, G. ſpeaketh of a diſtinition, out ſhewethnot where- 
in (touching the Lots themſelues) it doth conſift, 1n- 
deed touching themſelnes ( as they be Lots) there is no 
difference. For in an ordinary, as well a5 an ext7a0rdi- 
nary Lot, the things are by man of. purpoſe intentionally 
aioſed unto a wariable enent, and they are wholly 
dijpo{ed by God wnto this or onto that event, which 
the wſer of a Lot expetteth. If fo, then it followeth, 
that the uſe of all Lots (as they be Lots) whether ordi- 
marie or extraordinarie, aire(ly or of it ſelfe, and in 

ectall manner, tenaeth tothe aduancing of the name 
of God, How? The wſe of Lots attributeth to Gods 
ſpecial prouidence in the whole and immeaiate diſþo- 
fing of the Lot, and inexpetting the event. Doth this 


ſcarce carry good {enſe ? 


Apainſt the proofe of the proofe of M*. B*. a/- 
Y 3 ſumption, 


w- 
Ts | 


I. B. 
Reply. 
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Retoinder. 


I. B, 


T, 6. 


Tnſwer ro MF, B*. Reply 


ſumption, from AF. 1.24, 26, Iobie&ttwo things : 

1. That it is but one particular example, and 
therefore cannot proue 4 generall, To which excep- 
tion MF. B.here anſwereth not a word ; andthe ex- 
ception therefore ſtandeth good ſtill ; and isenough 
to infringe the validitie of all progfe drawne here 
from that place. 

2. That iris of an extraordinary Zot: and from 
extraordinarie actions, much more from ſome one 
of them to conclude of all ordinarze, is an vnreaſo- 
nable kinde of reaſoning. And indeed itis as if a 
man ſhould thus reaſon; There was 4 /þeciall hand 

« Gen.41.19,25. Of God in Pharaohs * dreame : There ts the like there- 

» Exod.z.2. fore in all dreames whatſoeuer. Or, * The Buſh was 
hely that God appeared to Moſes in; And therefore_> 
euery common Hawthorne t holy. So, The Lot where- 
by Matthias was elefted, was by Gods ſpeciall progi- 
dence immediatly diſpoſed : Therefore the like is in 
enery Lot. 

Now MF, B.that he might ſeeme to ſay ſome- 
what to this at leaſt ; Saith that 7 delzncr a diſtinit ions 
of Lots ordinarie and extraordinarie , but ſhew not 
wherein touching the Lots themſelues it confifteth, He 

« Of Lors,Chap. that readeth © my Booke may ſoone ſee where I de- 

4. Se.r.© chap» fine either, what difference I afhgne betweene 

[i158 them : and M*.B, himſelfe in part alſo hereafter 
acknowledgeth ir. | 

Yea but faith he /o far forth as they are Lots.there 
5s no difference betweene them. No reaſon there 
ſhould ; for the ſame generall nature of a Lvt is 
common to both : as the ſame wature of 4 dreame is 
common to all dreames : the ſame nature of a buſh is 

common 
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common to «/l buſhes. Nor did Pharaohs dreame, 
as it was 4 dreame, difter from other dreames : nor 
ou holy buſh,as it was a buſh, differ from any other 
bufh. 

Nat what is the common nature of a Lot? Heare 
M-. B. himſelfe, and he will tell you truly and fully 
elſe-where, that 4 zt &« the wariable euent of ſome.2 
ſenſible thing applied to the determining of ſome 
doubtfull matter. But becauſe that will not here 
ſerue his turne, he changeth his note now, and ma- 
keth this the generall nature of 4 Lot common to all 
Lots, (begging withall pitifully that that is in con- 
trouerlie) that things be by man of purpoſe intentio- 
pally diſpoſed wnto a variable euent,and wholly diſpa- 
ſed by God wnto this or that event, which the w/ſer of 4 
Lot expecteth, That whichis ſo far from being the 
common nature of a Lot,that neither the one branch, 
nor the other is common to all Lots, much leſſe both 
tointly together. For neither is it true, that 7 every 
Lot things are by wan diſpoſed to a variable enent : as 
where a controuer{ie is put to be decided by the 
track and turning of ſome beaſt that hath paſſed 
before: nor are the things by man diſpoſed in Lot, by 
God euer wholly and immediaily diſpoſed, as in the_ 
proofe of his Aſſumptionis afhrmed, and here onely 
repeated ; and much leſle are they euer dipoſed to 
ſach euent, as by thex;ſers of the Lot s expected, but 
rather cleane contrary -ſometime, as in © Hamays 
example. But if it be ſoinall Lots, faith M-.B. then 
rine Aſſumption is t7xe, Thatis as much as to ſay, 
if you grant me what 1 affirme in the proefe of mine 


A/umion, thong 1 barely repeat it onely, and doe 
1108 
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wot at all prone it ; then mine Aſſumption ſlaudeth 
firme ; to wit, that a Lot doth direitHy or of it ſelfe and 
in ſpcciall manner tend to the aduaniing of the name 
of God, in attributing to his ſpecial proutdence in the 
whole and immediate diſþofing of the Lot, and in ex- 
petting the enent. Which by the way he demandeth, 
whether it ſcarce carry good ſenſe or no: becauſe 
I aid zr /carce did, being withall willing to ſalue the 
matter by ſuppoſing that the Printer might be in 


fault. But I ſeenow, MF. B. willtake it ypon him- 


ſelfe; and I muſt ſhew reaſon for what I ſaid. What 
others therefore may deeme of it I know not. Bur 
I ſuppoſed the word, to attribute,to be a verbe tran- 
ſitiue, requiring ſomewhat therefore to be expreſſed 
that ſhould be attributed, as well as ſome thing or 
perſon to which or whom it ſhould be attributed ; 
which in M-. Bs. words doth not appeare. It were 
ſenſlefle for any man to ſay, that hee doth in his 
words and deeds attribute to God, not expreſſing 
ought that he doth therein attribute vnto him. But 
let vs heare Mr. B, further. 


1s there then no difference betweene an ordinary,and 
extraordinary Lot ? The only difference is the Subiett 
matter whereabout the Lot is imployed. The ſubiett 
matter of an ordinary Lot, is by Gods allowance, a con- 
tronerfie to be ended. The ſubiet matter of an extraor- 
dinary Lot, is any other matter, whereabout a Lot is im- 


ployed by Gods ſpecial direition : otherwiſe it is onlaws+ 
full, as be Inſorioi: and dininatory Lots, 


in defence of hu owne Arguments. 169 


I might well * It all this wild diſcourſ paſſe; T. 6. 
ſince it is nothingart all to the purpolſe,neither to the * Spe 4CR4 OA 
iuſtifying of his 4//urption, nor of the progfe of it ; /remmimar Ui 
yet lince he faith ir, we will ſee what he fairh. That ſtiz..5.ccr3, 
there is difference betweene an ordinary and extraordi- 
nary Lot, in regard of the ſubrect matter, is molt true, | 
bur- no ſuch difference as MF, B. here alftgneth. 
s What it is I ſhew where handle the nature of s Of Lors, chap, 
either. But that the ſubief# matter of an ordinarie Gs L. & chap, 
Lot is ener ſome controuerfie, is not true, as I have © 
formerly thewed : nor if it were fo, did it hinder, 
but that the Lot w/ed in ſport might be an ordinarie 
Lot, ſince that a controuer/ze 15 thereby alſo oft times 
ended. And againe, that zo contronerſie, but ſome 
other matter & the ſubiect matter of a1 extraordina- | 
rie Lot, is alſo as vntrue: ſince that a coptroner fie | 
alſo may and oft is the ſubie& matter of it alſo. | 
Not to adde, that /uſori0z5 Lots are without all rea- | 
ſon here ranked among extraordinarie Lots, no rea- 
ſon rendred why they ſhould be ſo termed, So that 


here is much vnſound matter packt together to no 
purpoſe. 


— 


— —'—————— 


In reoard of which difference onely M" .G*. Logick TJ. B. 
holdeth good as thus, From the wſe of a Lot about 
another matter than endin? a Controuerſie, and that by 
Gods ſpecial direction, it follnweth wot, tn3t it 5 laws 
full ta v//2 a Lot about any other matter, tin endi7 4 
Controaerfie, as gamino, without Gods ſpecial! dire- 


Will A 


In ſtead of making good 5:7 owne Logick, Mr. B, TG, | 
£Z telleth | 


mat! | 


n/wer 10 NZ, D'. INepry. 


telleth vs what will hold good in Mr, G', Lootck. 
What he meaneth by my Legick, I neither know nor 
inquire. When [ make ſuch an 472ument as Mr. B. 
here frameth, then let him anſiver it and not before. 
For this is but to ſer vp men of ſtraw, and then ha- 
ving runne a courſe or twoatthem, to ride away in 
triumph, as it he had done ſome great. matter, and 
laid Mr, G. or I know not whomin the duſt, Bur 
meane while M-. B. forgetteth to ſhew vs the vali- 
ditie of his owne Logick; to wit, how an Argument 
will follow, from oxe ſingular example of an extraor- 
dinarie Lot (by himſelfe confeſſed to be ſuch) ved. 
therein by Gods ſpectall direction, to the ordinarie 
ſe of Lots in. generall.. 


But Mr. G. waketh another difference, to wit, an 
immedzate and ſpeciall pronidence in an extraordinary 


Lot, which is not in ap exdinary Lot. He doth ſo : and 
therefore im his Legick, he canningly ioyneth a ſuppoſed 
extraordinarie Enent toa ſuppoſed extraordinarie 1, 
and declineth the proofe of an extraordigarie Att, 
which rather he ſyoald hane ane, becauſe mine Argu- 
ment ſlandeth IVpon the ſe of Lots, | 


Nay by .M*, BY. leaue, M*, G. doth not ſo. He 
fith onely that there is great difference betweere_ 
an extraordinarie Let whereinan immeaiate dinine_ 
proiicence is, and an ordinarie ont, wherein the ſame 
is not. Notpreſuming that there is neceſlarily ſuch 
an immediate dinine pronidence in every extraordi- 
warie Lot, but that ſuch there was in that extraordi- 
marie Lot.by Mr. B. alledged, as allo there is euer 

in 


in defence of hu owne Arguments. 
zn all ſuch of that kinde as are dove by Gods ſpectall 
diretFion, I ſpare to ſpeake much of the idle diff+x- 
ion here betweene ax extraordinarie Lot, which by 
MF. Bs, owne grant this was, and an extraordinarie 
Ad, which he would here imply that ir was nor, 
when he requireth proofe of it, If the event were 
extraordinarie, it is enough for my purpoſe,becauſe 
M-. Bs. 4rowmemnt is in expreſle termes concerning 
the euent, wherein ſomewhat, but I know not whar, 
(for he mentioneth nothing) is ſaid ro be attributed 
wnto Gods ſpeciall pronidence; which if it be there- 
fore more thay ordinarie in ſuch 4 Zot, there is no 
reaſoning from it to any where it is not ſo, much 
lefſeto all whatſoeuerin generall, Thar this 4 it 
ſelfe, or occaſion and manner of viing it,was extra- 
ordinarie , though neither I ſtand bound here to 

roue it, and the reaſon is ſenſleſſe whereupon Mr. 
B. here requireth it, yet I haue proued cuidently 
k where Ientreat particularly of ir. But M.B. muſt 
remember that here it is his partzs proxe : it is mine 
onely to anſwer, demze, or diſtinguiſh ; and histo take 
away mine anſwers, if he will make hs Arguments 
goad. 


Neither doth he ſoundly prone an immediate and /þt« 
ciall proutdence, or extraordinary enent tobe inan ex- 
traordinary, and not in an ordinary Lot. 


Neither doe Iafhrme it generally of the former, 
but of all ſuch of that kinde as' are wſed by Gods 
ſpeciall arreftion, in which MF, B. hinſelfe here ac- 
knowledgethit : and — latter what I ſay,I haue 

2 in 


17! 


® Of Lots, chap, 
19.{c&.3, 


LB, 


T. G. 
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; Of Lors, chap. * jn diuers places proued, Here I ſpeake onely by 
2. ſc. 5. & chap. way of diſtintion berweene the one and the other, 
7. ſect. 4. Fog 4 - , * \( - 

which let Mr, B. it be can difproue. 


FB. For as it is atemtting of God tocaſt an extraordind- 
ry Lot the firſt time without Goas ſpecial arrection, 
P-313. ſoit ts atemptingyea, agreater tempting of God, 
when be hath given hu indoement already by the euent 
of the Lot, tocaft the Lot againe without hi ſpectall at- 
rection. How thencan Mr, G. fo confidently affirme, 
that an extraordinary Lot conld not but fall certainly, 
were tt aeuer ſooft caſt ? 


\Whether it be 4 7exzÞting of God or no, vpon any 
occalion whatſoeuer ts caſt a Lot more thew once in 
ſuch a buſineſſe as God hath eiuenſpeciall direction to 
w/e 7t in, is not the Lucſtion, though I ſuppoſe it be 
more then M-, B. will be able ever to make good 
taaticis, And whether vpon ſo doing, becauſe it 
were 4 tempting of him, God would refuſe to giue 
an{yer or no, might alſo be queſtioned. He was 

« Iniz. 6.37, 9, CO!ltent * by a Sioue to anſiver Grdenn the ſecond time, 

4%. though he fad gien all-wrance ſuſhcient before, and 

as much a5 he at arit required. He anſwered the 

| 1025 17. }ca-men in * the Lot that lighied vpon Jenas,though 

Of Lor,022p. jt. were in them a meere tempting of God, by MF. Bs. 
10, fect. 5. Tas No 

owne grant; hauing no ſpecial] dire&ion from God 

tor the doing of it. Nor dare any man ſay,but that 

_ 1t tt had beene by them for their better ſatisfation 

= 11:4 Mortin. Caſt oft, as ® ſome thinke it was, it would haue 

ME 2 lighted vpon 7exas (till. Bur. all that I ſay is this, 

that in an extraordinary Lot, wherin there is an imme- 

atate 


x 


” 


in aeJence Of Dis One Arpunenty, 


diate hand of God for ſpeciall purpoſe ( good ground 
ſuppoſed for the reiteration of it ) the enent were it 
ener ſc oft cal, would be ener the ſame. For God cer- 
tainly would ncuer giue a ſentence contrary to 
ftumſcite, And of the certaine ſteedinefle of ſuch 
a Lot, we ice a pregnant proofe in" Achins cale, 
where the Lot foxre leuerall times caſt, kepr on his 
due courle, till ic came to ſeize on that particular 
perſon that was aimed at. And the like may be pre- 


ſumed certainly of cuery ſuch Zo lo reiterated. {r 


God refuſe further to anſwer, there is no ſuch 1-- 
mediate hand of God for ſþeciall exdintt : itthere be, 
and he doe an(wer, hee will bee cuer like himſelte, 
there (hall be no, ® ts, and ris not, with him, 


Indeed, the certaine enent of an extraordinory Let 
my in faith Le expected, becauſe of Gods ſpeciall dire- 
ion. And why not ſo in an ordinary Lot ? Seeing 
God aduiſeth vs pag. 135 to w/e Lots for the ending 
of Contronc: fog, Prom, n 8. 18. and fſurcth vs that 
the whole diſpoſing of them is of him, Pro. 16. 33. 


[ might anſwerinaword : Lee MEB, make 177d. 
Dut | referremy fclieto Þ the inftances giuen by 
me elfeiyhere, ot diucrs in ſeuerall places caſtin; 
Lots vponthe i; ame perſons tor the ſelfe ſame paces, 
and to what zereot hath bcen here before ſaid. On- 
ly I adde that no ſuch ſpzcia'l aſturance is giuen vs 
by God forthe one, as in fttch caſes was tor tie 
other. Nar doth any ſuch thing follow thence, b«- 
cauſe God hath aduiſed vs rather thereby to end 
controucrjies than to giue wayto courics more 1:1 


conuenient, that therefore God will by a ſpeciall 
+ hand 
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hand of his guide the Zot thus orthus, to wit, to 
fauour him that hath the better right in this, as 
to ſeuer theinnocent from the nocent in that. How 


4 Prev.16.33, far forth 4 the place produced proueth any ſuch 
33 a | 
thing, commeth hereafter to be diſculled. 


I. B. But M:. G. hath auſwered this place before. Let vs 
then conſider what he hath anſwered. 


T. G. For the ſentence of Salomon, there want not 
Anſwer. good Authors thatexpound itof * ſingular extra- 
Of Lots, chap. ordinarie, and miraculous Lots only : ſuch, to vie 
7. ſef.3. thewordsof one of our * Aduerlaries, as are w/ed 
i De ſigularibur, i1mmmedzatly to fande out Gods will : whereas theſe that 
mirabi:bs, 6ivi= ye now diſpute of are no ſuch ; ! neither is it now 
#5, quas drier. | 
want 4 foitics, lawfullto vie any Lot at all to that end. 


Chytre-in judc.t. Butthe words (ceme to be more penerall,and are 
Io. Winkelman pre- 


{. Mapure. & Word for word thus inthe originall, ® The Lot, it 
Barthold. Kyake- cat imto toe lap ; * but every indgement or diſpolition 


»1131102.c1-& of it (for there is no article there anſivering our 


| Engliſh The) # of God. As hee ſaith elſe-where, 
- Galgh ® Many ſecke the Rulers face or favour; ? but each 
+» wah Prett”” 2nans indeement is from God. And, 4 The Horſe s 
m Prov. 16. 33. prepared for the day of fight : * but ſaluation is of God, 


CON 20a or belongeth to God, &« Gods. Which words ſo 
Sicut Num. 26.55. read © import onely thus much, that there is a pro- 

INARLAN uidence of Godin all things,cuenin the leaſt, in the 
WIS Rk tamen ( quod attinct) ſirte di:gdetur. Et Nebem. 9. 32. - yon Ba 
MI8BAn-SY ! BR P3255 ve ſit parum tibi totam hanc molefliam (quod attinet.) 
n Mp i mY 0:86 ACK £148. Mercer. 9 Pi0v.29.26. P AR. "\ 
WR Dawn 1 Prov.etigt. © RYWWARRARASA frat Pſal3g.m yn 
RYYDR Et 10.2. 9. RD APY? | Dicere unit emmie gubernars 4 diving 
providemta, eiiamſs nevi caſts quodam fiert videantur, ut id quod ſorte alicui contingil: qualis 
providentia in alijs onmibus eventibis, quamuis waxime fortuitis cernitur ; ec tollit ifta com- 
runs providentia caſun. Billarm, de Clerigel, 1.6, 5, s 


moſt 


in acſence of 0s one Arguments, 


molt caſuall things, and among the reſt by narae in 
a Lot: And fois there no more faid of Lots there, 
than is ſpoken eiſe-where not of Lots alcne or 
things caſuall onely ; but of all mens thoughts and 
purpoſes, and words and worss, and cou:t{cls and 
courſes; as we haue * formeriy (h:wn ; and as be- 
fidethe Authors there alledged, ſome ot thoſe that 
vrgethis place for the proote of this point, confelle 


elſe-where againft themſelues, when they ſay, that 


» The a/pefing of the Chance is [ccret, that it may be 
Chance indeed and wholly of Gol, who direfteth * all 
things. 


Yeatake the words as they are vſually read, The 
Lot ts caft into the lap, but * the whole diſpoſition, or 
Y the whole diſpoſing thereof, is of the Lord; It may 
as truly be' ſaid with good warrant from divers 
Z-other places of Scripture belide * thoſe by the 
Adnerſe party produced, that the whole ite or 
event and diſpoling of all things great and weighty, 


or leſle and lighter,is of the Lotd: which yer exclu- 
deth not the meanes, that God worketh by or with,. 
in the moſt of them, nor implieth an immediate 


prouidence vniuerſaily in them : but is therefore 
ſo ſaid, and may truly be faid, to ihew, that it is 
wholly in Gods hands to _— of the event and 
iſſue of all things,nd to croſſe or giue way to them, 
as he ſhall ſee good. So thata man may as well,and 


vypon as good ground out of the places concerning 
all other mens ſpeeches and ations alledged by: 


themſelues, ( rogether with thoſe other, which are 
ſome of them yer more generall aud of larger ex- 


tent) exclude all things elſe whatſocuer from game, 
as 


I'75 


t Chip. 245. 3. 


u Balwford.dialog, 
Et Zanh. de ſorts 
Dian ona rege- 
re, wgtur ſortes 
eliam, 

* Prov. 16.1,3,9, 
33. Bubnf. lid, 

X Gexev, lraiflat. 
Y The Kings Edit. 
z Fſal.33.10,11, 
I3, 14, t» 20, ef © 
37.6,7,9, 12, to 
IS. © 127« 1, 3« 
Prov. 10. 22, 0) 
19.2!. © 20.24, 
© 21.30.31. Eſc, 
26,12. C 34.15, 
16. 12/13. 10.23, 
Matlh. CE. 26, 30, 
& 10.29, 30, 
a {ipra. - 
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' diſſent from them. 


Anſwer to M*, BY. Reply 
as they may Lots, in regard of ought that concer= 
ninz them can be pic ked out of this place. 


Before be ſaith. Þ. 144. Good Author; expound this 

J J I : Pa 
plice of ſingular extraorarnary and mirAiculos Lots 
onely. 


And if M-. G. had ſtuckec to 511, ] ſuppoſe Mr, B, 
would not ealily haue beenc ole to retute ir,and ſo 
his Argument had ſtucke faſt. Bur I retule to rake ad- 
uantage of ought that in mine owne iudgement [I 


onely that I ſtand for. 


But, faith he, the words ſeeme to be more general, 
and are,word for word.thus in the Original, | The Lot 
4 caſt into the lap:but eatery iudgement or diſpoſing of it, 
is of God. | Doth not confuting them, who hold onely 
extraordinary Lots to be meapt in this place ; and tran- 
ſlating the Text | Enery indoement | and expounding zt 


[or dipefing it] ſhew plainly that this place proueth mine 


Aſſumption to be ninerſally true ? 


] perceive a man muſt not be ouer-liberall with 
MF. B. for it a man giue him as #ch, hee will too 
ſoone take a et. He might well thinke me very (11- 
ly, freely to grant him all this, and yet denie his 4/- 


[umpt:on, it this were ſo plaine a Confirmation of it. 


Thatl coxfute them is notrrue: I ſhew onely my 
I leaue it to M-. B. if he cag, 
ro confute them. © 
Thar 7 /o iranſlate and expound the Text, is = 
ut 


W / { ;4 «© J Fl P F 


but very ſorry affiftance ariſeth to M* Bs, 4/ump- 
tion from thence. 


Ss that I maruell that he denieth this place toproue I, B. 
mine Aſſumption, becauſe it concerneth Lots in gene- 


# 


rail. 


And maruell well ke might, did I reaſon on that T+ & 


manner. But hee wanteth matter, it ſeemeth , to . 
maruell at, chat he trameth ſuch ro himſelfe, * Itis Peay 
one thing to ſay, 1t proveth not M*. Bs. 4{ſumpiion, vita. Si aurum 
though it concerne Lots mm general : and another to © #7 Re 
, . . ala Init EX V 
ſay, /sproueth yot MF. Bs. Aſſumption, becauſe it con- maar yn 
eerneth Lots in general. T hat is all that can be ga» wa ani ditgquia 
thered out of ought that I affirme. But Me. B. his 1 46; Jet 
: : s aurum dat, um & 
earneſt deſire belike to haue his 4/wnptios confir- wipers haheat Ser. 


med, ſuggeſted thisto him, epilt.87, 


For ifit dee fo, thenit proueth that ordinary as wel 1.B. 
4s extraordinary Lots, tend to the aduancing of the 
Name of God, 


Tt ſeemeth that Mr. B. hath forgotten kis owne T: E. 

Aſſumption. It he haue, I will make bo!d to put kim 

in mind of ir. Itis this, The w/e of Lots directly, or 

of it [clje, and inſpeciall manner tendeth to the adyan- 

cing of Gods Name, in attributing to his ſþeciall [rent 

dence in the whole and immediate diſto/ing of them, 

&c. Here is a greatdeale more than barely tending 

to the aduancing of Gods Name, which all things that 

arediſpoſed by him (and * what is nor diſpoſed by * £26 12, 

him?) in ſome degree or other doe. Aman might 7435 . 

> :4Þ.10.29.30, 

Aa maruell 


Ee” oe ne .. a 


, } 
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maruell therefore rather why M*.B. ſhould, not ſo 
much, bur ar all »2arnell at Mr, Gs. deniall, that this 
place ſa wnzerjiood, doth prove M*, Bs. Aſſamption ; 
yc, he might maruell, that Mr, B, ſhould not ke 
thai: did nor, if he remembred what his A//umpti- 
OH Vile 


Araine,P.145.MF.G. taking tyewerd's, as they are 
wſnaiy read in the Genena Tranſlation , and the Kings 
Editiea, to wit, | The Lot ts caſt into the lap, but the 
whole diſpo/ition, or atſpojing thereof, is of the Lord | 


granieth that the whole exeat is of God. 


I. WhatIyezld of my liberalitie, M". B.is one 
thing: Whar you muſt make good,if you will main- 
taine your owne cauſe, is another thing. That is zhe 
tranſlation, ſay T, ® word for word, Which vnleſle 
therefore he can cither difproue, or proue his 4/= 
ſur;tion cut of it, bis Areument is vadone, and 
his cauſe with ir,hauing indeed no colour ofground 
beitde that place much wrung and wronged to ſup- 
port and vphold it. | 

2, I taze net the words ſo, but ſuppoling them {0 
to be taken, I ſay, that no more 15 therein ſaid of 
Lots,than may be ſaid of ail things that are done in 
the world, though by meanes the moſt of them, 
that the whole iſſue and eneut of them ts of God, be- 
cauſe he not only hath an hand in them, but it is in 
his power eitherto afford or to deny ſuchiſiue vnto 
them. And what hath M*. B-#. cauſe gained hereby 
more than was granted it before? Or how is his 
Aſſumption hereby confirmed, when no more is 

 peelded 


in defence of his owne rguments. 


yeelded to be ſaid therein of Lots, than may be ſaid 
of 4 game at boules ? 


A zrant, though true, yet turning the Reader aſide 
rom ſeeino the whole truth. Foxy the Text is , | The 


Wile difpoſins of the Lot caſt into the lap. | 


And doe not I ſpeake of Zots in genera!l? Ordo 
T exclude any ſuch as be caſt into the lap? Or is it 
wat?riall, whether they be caſt into /ap,or * hat, or 
? helmet, or * lot-box, or *water-pot, or into none 
of all theſe, as in croſ/e and pile, or not caſt at all, as 
in beſt-betrnit ? That M-. G, thould fo {lily fecke 
to conceale that, and by leger-demaine ſecke to 
turne his Readers eye aſide from it, But,ſaith Mr. B. 


If then the Lot caſt into the Lap, that is, of purpoſe 
diſpoſed by man wnto a wariable cnent, be wholly aiſpo- 
ſea by God, ſo as the enent be that which pleaſeth him, 
then God doth not mediately diſpoſe the Lot tothis or 
that event : if not medzately, then immediately bicanſ : 


the whole diſpoſition is of him. 


And what if the Zors then be not caſ? into the !;p, or 
be not by man diſpoſed at ail? It that alter the caſe, 
as may ſeeme here implicd, then that will not be 
true of excry Lot,nor of zany 4 Let,thac MF, B, here 
ſaith. 

But if Mr. B5, meaning be (for I would faine vn- 
derſtand him) that there is an oppoſttion betweene 
mans Act and Gods At inthe Text. £0 15 there in 
thoſe words, * The preparations of the heart are in 

Aa 2 mans 
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Anſwer to M-. BY. Reply 


mas : but the anſwer of the tonzue is of the Lord. 
W hich yer proue not an immedrate worke of God 
theretore to be in euery anſwer that a man giucth, 
Or ineuery worc that he vtcereth, 

But vniclle Mr. B, can nd ſome ſtranger matter 
inthofe word:, ca? to the Lip, more than here he 
Eilcoueretn, or any man (1 belceue) ſeeth belide 
bimlcife, he faith no more than he ſaid that I gran- 
red defore, to wit, that the whole diſpoſing of the- Lot 
is of Goa, [o as the enent i what ve pleaſeth, Which 
doth not neceſſarily inferre an immediate a& of 
God in it: No more than, ifa man ſhould ſay, as 
he truly may ſay, that ® the whole diſpoſition of warre 
and battell (which *rhe Rabbines, ſome of them, 
compare here with a Zot, and ſo make this wveyſe_ 
cohere with the next before it) & of God the Lord of 
Hoaſts, ſa that the iſſue and euent of it is ſuch us be 
pleaſeth; it would follow thereupon, rhat he de- 
nied © armes to be of any vicin warre, or affirmed 
all victorie to come immediatly, and without meanes 


2 S4m,L0.It, from God. 


I. B, 


Doth not this then make good mine Aſſumption ? 


No indeed ; not a whit: Valeſle the asking of 
the Queſtion doe ought in it. 


But for al; this MF. G, il not naue it [o. For as be 
iranſlateth this place, he ſaith, 1t importeth thus much, 
[ That there ts 4 Proutaence in all things, euen the leaſt, 
ex moſt caſual.) 1nd thus he woul4confirme by theſe my 
words, viz, | The diſpoſing of the Chance us ſecret,that 
i 


= —_ 
_ 


in defence of hi owne IT 


it might be Chance indeed, and whotly of Gol, who dis 


ſeth all thinss | Doe theſe words tnitise Nr, Go, 


mt -rpretation of thus place? Tes: fer they ſ# plain?- 

I:, God dir:teth all thimss ; and thes ſay withall, The 
dipefing ing of the Chance (th, ut is, of the things purzoſely 
a, 'baſed by 4 M1 Un 0 4 Vari: bs eucrt) Unto a cer- 
tine event. is ſecret, that it may be Chance tadeed, that 
85, 4n euent uot by the will of man, but whilly of God. 

So that my words :mply this Argument. God airecteth 
all things: therefore much moren our diſcerning 4 1ot, 

ze whole dyoſin; n2 whereof i of him. Tis u far from 
ſ.13ing that this place importeth only, That there is 4 
prouidence in all things. 


Mr. B*. words I have faithfully related ; and they 
tuſtifie as much as [ alledgethem for, to wit, a con- 
fcſhon, that God direfteth and diſpoſeth as well all 
#ther things as Lots, What MF. B. may pleaſe to filh 
turther out of his owne words, I am well content 
he doe : what the words theinſelues of themſclues 
import, any m2a may {oone {ce. 


Neither doth M", Gf, tranſlation inferre this im- 
ported interpretation, 


Wharir will neceflarily inferre, is not material! ; 
what it will well bea-e,ts tor me enough, Iris ſufk- 
cient, that no more can be inferred our of it : and 
that is all that I auerre. But M-. B, (you {hall fcc) 
will ſhew that there may. 


For this diſcretion [w] doth ſo oppoſe euery 


Aa 3 iſnagement, 


I$1 


7:6; | 
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ſafer to My", BY. Reply 


indeement,or dijpnſino of it (as be expoundeth Tudges= 
ment) 70 4 Zo! caj? mo the lap, 45 that euery dilpo- 


ling, is af ce Wi1hthe whole dilpoling. 


Thew7realive (forfo T ſuppoſe his meaning is) 
bat, coth n2 0therwile oppoſe here than in the place 
before cited ; b1tt 4 the anſwer of the tongue uw f the 
[era : nor goth itany more proue, that every aro» 
fire ts all one with the whole diſpoſin?, (though | re- 
jul not that allo in ſuch ſenſe as I haue ſhewed) 
than that every mans iHarcement 15 all one with the 
vel indecent of eucry man; in that ſpeech alſoof 
Salomon, © Many ſecke ts the Rulers face, but eucry 
72485 144 cment i5 of God, 


This place fo troubleth Mr, G, that from it he wonld 
hate z8 mare gathered, than that the whole enent (as 
of its !hings, ſc) of a Lot, is of the Lord. Tet ſo, as 
working by meanes inthe moit of them,and not implying 
1121,/C/are promaence oninerſally in them. 


Rathcr this place ſo troubleth Mr. B, being in- 
deed rhe only maine bulwarke of his caule, thar like 
2 man in a inaze he runneth backward and forward, 
from M*. G?. to the Genenua tranſlation, and then 
backe to M-, Gs. againe, as notenduring the triall 
of, or triall by either. 

it is true, I auerre it. nor doth MF, B. himfelfe 
here denie, but that ze whole cuent of all things is of 
1e Zord ; nor hauethe words of the Text in che or- 
Uinary T7a#ſlations any oneword more of a Zorgand 
no necellarie implication cherefore of any immedi- 

ate 


in defence of hu owne Arguments, 


ate prouidence in them, which M-, B. would 
out of them. 


”Y, 
VIC: 
pick 


TIneede not examine the PNEXACOS OV RICA (f8 13 041- 
dence of all the inſ/ances quoted 713 the m4"7ent, (oy 
here it 6impliedly granted, ( for be [aith wot, al, but, 
the moſt of thera ) tat in ſome thin's Gol w3rketh 
not by m2anes, ana that there is an immiin's 1rou;- 
dence partic«larly ;, far he denjeth ſich aTrauidence ons 
ly, as beins vniaerſaily, 


MF, B. it ſeemeth, little paſſech what kee ſay, 
though neuer ſo little to the purpoſe, ſo hee may 
ſeeme to fay ſomething. The inſtances ſome ot 
them are by Mr. B, himſelf, thouga contrary to 
his owne purpole, alledged, Mine Areumen! (tans 
deth thus: | 

Nothing is ſaid by Salomogia this place of Tote, but 
what may with cood warrant from Gods word be 
truly ſaid of all other humane attos, in tre maſh 
whereof yet God worketh nt inmeatatly, bat by 
meanes. 

Tyer: is nathins therefore ſai of 4 L9t inthis fl ice, 
that may proxe any immediate prontaence cf God 
tnercin. 

Now what 13itto the purpoſe whet:ier there be 
an immeJiate pronidence of God in ſome ct tnem or 
no, This phraſe that may be truly vied, waere 
none ſuch 1s, proueth ir not. The 7mp79!r/4ty of 
ſpeech here vizd [ paſſe by, becauls it is nothing to 
the puzpoſe, Burtill either the Antecrarut here be 
diſproued, or the Corſequence (which | f:ppoſe no 
TIT} 
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man wiil once queſtion) infringed, Mr. B. remat- 
neth cleane pur be{ide his maine bulwarke. 


Hlow/oencr tt be inother things, 1 thinke it is mani- 
fell roall, that will ſce, that God withont meanes, and 
tyercforc in;megtatly, ao h diſpoſe the Lot caſt imtothe 
Lip onto this, or that euent, what pleaſeth him, where- 
& man «iſpoſctr the things onely untoa variable euent. 
As at cards a man ſiufieth them of purzoſe to diſpoſe 
them vnioa vartaule enent. But by the tmmediate pro- 
nidexce of God, they are ſo (hufled as that thus or thas 
erent followeth, 


Here M.B. letteth goe his hold of that Text, 
2nd without any dire& 4»/wer at ail giuen to mine 
Argument againſt his dedut7:on, now vpon his bare 
word onely tejleth vs,thatit is ſo here, howſocuer 
it beelſe-where, and we are all w:/fully blinde it we 
ſee it not to be ſo as he ſaith. Lethimpardon me; 
3 Tbeleeue him not, He muſt firſt ſhew better Cords 
for it than he hath done yet, or elſe few wiſe men 
and well aduiſed, I ſuppoſe, will beleeue that either 
4 Lots in generall, or the ſhufling of he Cards ſo and 
ſo,are effected without meanes, Any man, I thinke 
that hath his cies in his head, may ſoone ſee itto be 
0:cherwile, 


Therefore ( with MF. Gs. fauour ) any reaſonable 
man may inage it not ſenſlcſſe to ſay ( which he doubteth 
of, Þ. I 4.7. ) that 1 Chilarens plates at euen and vddeor 
at Head's 7+ Points there is an immediate prouidence, in 
7clining the will of the Child,ty guiains bis conieftare. 

> 


in defence Of DB owne ATPUuments. 


And with M*. B®. good fauour, I beleene any iu- 
dicious Reader wil! ſmile to heare Mr, B, here 
afhrme ir. But I would gladly know of M-. B. why 
he skippeth thus from piace to place in his 4»/er, 
and doth nor goe thorow with my diſcourſe and 
Argument about this very particular, but baike or 
ſtride ouer all thar lieth berweene that he laſt dealer 
with, and this that commeth inthe very end of it. 
But eſpecially I would haue him tell what hee can 
anſwer to thar inſtance of 4 Let propounded next 
immediatly before this, wherein two appeale tothe 
Cards as they lie Iett by thoſe that laſt vied them 
without further ſhuffling, who (ſuppolc it) left the 
Cards(chough vaknowneto the appealants)in ſome 
certaine manner ſorted as to themſelues then beſt 
ſeemed; whether the euent fall out by an 7mmedzate 
prouidence therein or no. Or, which I now adde, 
when two [hall determine to ſhape their courſe by 
the tracke ofa beaſt gone before them,which being 
driuen to the marker by its owner, taketh this rather 
than that way, becauſe the marker that way lieth, 
whether this be alſo by an immeatate prowtdenees 
Or no, 


Tow we ſer this place doth confirme mine 4([unp- 
tion, and the proofe annexed, M1", G5, interpretation 
notwithſtanding. 


But no man, I am ſure, vnleſſe he borrow M-.Bs. 
ſpefacles, will be able euer to ſee ir. 


But he ptueth twovreaſons anainft an immediate 
Pronidence in ordinary Lots. * 


Bb Though 


7. 6. 
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Though I needed not to giue any : ® he that ſaith 


» 4f.nm:nts in- 7, ſhould prouc it : yet give indeed nottwo onely ; 


£nmmull probatie. 

N evans provarc 0 
fenciur. Rejwk b. 
1Ege Tit, 


I. B. 


'Sery:0 quidans 


but more than two, if MF, B. had plcaſed to take 


notice of them inthe very ſame place where I giue 
theſe. 


The formcr is this. That which agreeth toa thing as 
it is ſach, agrecth neceſſarily to all things that ave_> 
ſuch. Ther2fore if there be an immeatate proutdence 
ina Lot, as ii is caſual, then there # au immedizte pro- 
ridence in all thinss that are caſuall. But the luter is 
not true : ergo not the former, Pf. 143. Why not the lat- 
ter, if theſe Poſitions be true ? Trat which ſeemeth 
Chance tows, ts a certaine word of God (ſaith Bernard, 
but MF. G. tranſlateth it, ts as a word of God) acquain- 
tino vs with hs will, p. 17. and, 18 caſuall eucnts there 
i nothing guiding them but Goas proataence, h.22. 


But for ouer-burdening this Booke, I would in- 
ſert here mineowne Aroumentat large: butſo much 
as M:. B. relateth ſhall ſufice. Hee denieth (ir 
ſeemes) here the 4/{/amption; 2nd ſo aurrreth that 
which all euidence of daily experience doth abun- 
eanly confute ; and which ſome of thole therefore 
that haue heretofore made this the maine ground 
of their opinion inthis point now doe relinquiſh ; 
that rbere is a ſpeciall and immediate proutdence of 
Ged in enery thing that falleth out caſually, asin euery 
meeting of any by the way vnſought for (though 
his bulineſſe Iying this way and mine that way at 
thattimearethe meanes of our meeting) the ſtum- 
bling ata ſtone,or ſtepping in ſome vncleane thing, 

while 
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in defence of hu owne Arguments. 
while a man looketh vp orafide at ſome {1ght in a 
ſhop-window, and the like infinite accidents thar 
daily occurre. For mine owne part the A//ertior 
to me ſeemeth ſo ſenſleſſe, that I will no more 
ſpend time to diſputeit with him that ſhall offer to 
detend it, than with one that ſhall atfrme all the 
Riners in the world torun with ſalt water, 

Yea bur there be ſome ſayings in mine owne 
Booke that auerre it. Ler vs heare them. 

Why firſt Bernard ſaith, * That which ſeemeth i Bern. de drverſ. 
Chance ts vs, is acertaine word of God acquainting ws 5% 
with his will, 

Firft for the Tranſlation, then for the Expoſition, | 
and the er;d for which itis alledged, The words of | 
Bernard are Sermo quidam, that is, word for word, 

{ome kinde of word, or toauoid ambiguitie, 4 word 

in ſome ſort. For hope M*. B. when hetranſlateth 

it, acertaine word,doth not take certazne in that ſenſe 

that he did, who expounding the words of the 

Goſpe!l, * There was a certaine rich man, obſerueth * 14. 16, 166 | 
thence, that though the Rich mar there mentioned, 
were otherwiſe an euill man, yet he was /are and 
certain of his word. But ME. G. tranſlateth it, 25 4 | 
word. And who knoweth nor that qurdim and 

quoddam are viually notes of diminstion and quali- | 
fication ? I with Mr. B. had committed no greater 
fauir in relating my words both here and elſe- | 
where, than I haue committed in tranſlating Bey- 
rard in that manner. 

For the expoſition of ic how itisto be vnderſtood, 
becauſe I ſhew ! there at large whence by Mr, B, iz ' Of Lots,Chay, 


15 Cited, I doe thither refer my Reader.Only I adde © SER. 3, 
B b 2 there- 
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thercunto, vpon further view of the place, that-it 
is cuidently apparent by the whole ſequell of the 
Sermon, (ihe maine {cone whereof is to perſwade 
men to ret ſai fred with Gods will and pleaſure in all 
accidents an:! «currents as lolle of friends by deceale, 
and the lice) that Berearas* meaning is, that when 
ought Gillerh our, whether by caſualtie (which hee 

:2entionath, Secaule that might muſt be ſtuck at) 
or otherwil:, Gods will was thereby maniteſted that 
fo it ſhould be, and therefore that we. were to ſub- 
mit to Go3s 317] in it. But no more will it hence 
folle: wg thatchere is in tramediate pronidence of God 
13 all caſuail thines, mare than in any other ſort of 
cnents. Gods decreeing witlin cuerycuent is reuea« 
led oy lis worke. And exery erent, be it caſuall, or 
not cafuall, is a word of God reucaling his pleaſure 
vato vs,and acquainting vs with his will, 

For the latter allceation MF, B. moſt ſhimefully 
avuf 2th mg,or Þ: mlelte, and his Reader rather,clip- 
pi2g oft iult fo much of the ſentence ſpoken by me, 
as to make it ſmeake dirAtly contrary co that that i 
Goth, He bin gath me inaitrming. that Js caſuall 
encnts there i5 auliniis gnidire then bat God's proute 
dence. \N ACI<RS my word aretheſe, ® Jf in caſuall 
eurnls 1 conflacr 045ht biſtae the creature and the 
aoncrrtaine motion thy-reof, (uncertaine, 1 ſa 1,10 Vs,be- 
cafe not determigable by vs, theurh determined ordi- 
navily by ſome raturall cauſe or ether) there is 70:07 
guidin? them bis Goas Prow:ieace. 1 remember one 
thatin the S:hooles gauc this Poſiizento be diſputed 
of, Yirtzs et wit; and being required to ſhew 
ſome Author tor ir,prod uced Horace, where he faith, 
Virltes 


in defence of hu owne Arguments, 


* Firius et vitiem ſugere. And T could relate the » iowa, 94.1, 


like wricx that 4 Poarfh Prieit ſomet! 16 (hewed me 
in ſome things that pilled in writing berweeae him 
and me. And fuch ihitring may w ell beſeeme ſuch 
asthey ate, Bur I would wilh \1".B. to be ber rerad- 
uiſed than it deate thus, if heregard his owne cre- 
dit. Which I wundcrhe would thus hazard the cal- 
ling in queſtion, vnlefl2 he thonght that no body 
would take the paines 5 to ſearch the places quoted 
by him : where how that that 1 ſay, fictech his turne, 
may ſoone be leene, or rather _ directly it con- 


tradicteth it. 


But ſuppoſe there is not an immediate providence in 
all things that be caſnall, what is that te the Purpa ſe? 
For all ve caſuait arenet ſuc) with a Lot, wierein 
thises are of parpeje e ditoſed by man unto an VACCr- 
raine erent hich $175 ſodigoſed! Ty 1431 are wie!ly 
arfpoſed by God wnto a certaine exert,th:s or that ; [0 it 
i #0t in all other things that be caſuall. Therefore all 
other caſuall things and Lots are not [.ch, 


M*, B, before denied mine 47258799. Now he 
denieth either 72 Concluſion, or nothi Ng. T0475 
it be fo, (ati 2, # o19cr c. ſw Hos, jetiaa Lot th 
& net (0; for they are wholly aijp?, -d 53 Gail taatis.,: 
Mr, Bs. vnderſtanding, there 4s 1» ia at prin: 
dence of G11 in them, which is tae concra: 1:Morie 
of my Conelufron, 

W hat he talker to no purpoſe in the world, of 
Lots not veing ſuch, 15 very triuolous, For einer 


ke vaderſtandeth not what I ſay, or what himſe!te 
Bb 2 would, 
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would. I ground my ?ro2o/ition, vpon a generally 
recejued A4xiomethus; 
* That which aqreeth to a thing as it is ſuch or ſuch, 
agrceth neceſſarily to all things that are ſuch ; 
Therefore what/oener aorceth to a Lit as it is 4 
Caſualty, mujt necei/rily agree to enery Ca- 
ſaaltte, 
M-. B. denieth neither Antecedent nor Conſe- 
quence : bur telieth vs, that all caſuall trinzs are not 


ſuch with a Lot. Towbar, thinks we, doth this Au- 
[wer ? Enery Ca'ualty as it is a Caſualty is ſuch with 


each Caſualty. For the ſame reaſen and common na- 
ture of Caſualtre is in each; though each of them 
haue ſomething ouer and belide dittinCt either from 
other. And what azreeth therefore to any Caſualty as 
tt 15 4 Caſualty, muſe needs agree unto all. 


Neither is it ſud, an immediate proutdence 1s in 4 
Lot, as it iscaſuall, but as the Lot being made caſuall is 
wholly diſpoſed by Godto thrs or that euent, 


M-*.B. hath here giuen ſo ſore a cut to his owne 
cauſe, as ® he will neuer beable to cure againe with 
all rhe skill that he hath. For what hath beene the 
maineground, yea the onely ground in efte&t where- 
upon theſe Games haue beene by his Maſter herein, 
him{eife, and thoſe that concurre with them con« 
demned, but this, b-cauſe they depend wpon Caſualty 
either in whole or in part? Aske Mr, B, himſelfe 
why theſe Games are vnlawfull; the very ? Tztle of 
his Ecoze telleth you, becauſe they conliſt in 
Chance. In his Epzſile dedicatory hee repeareth the 

ſame 


1n defence of hu owne YOUnients. 


ſame againe, In the extranceinto tis Dialorue, Dice 
are therefore onlawfull, becauſe they depend wen 
Chance, And after, Dice wholly en:, breanle they wer 
fend wholly yon Conce ;, Cards an4 Tiles famero(1.! 


ewill becauſe they depend ſomerwhbit w92 Chime: ink 


are therefore Lots, tor fromth:zee ther bans the {: 0. 

nination of a Lot, which tn Latine is called ripe tint 
ts, Chance or ha; ard; axd therefore os[nefall, And 
aoaine, Wether jou call Cards and Tables Lots or no, 
you play with chance or wſe Lottery, aud by ſo d:417 
make God an umpire in play, which muſt needs ba (in 7 
becanſe you take the name of God in Viine 434 tempt the 
Almuihty by a gameſome puttin? of thinrs 1s hizard, 
and marxin? play of Lotterie. Again2 what doe thoſe 
words imply, te diſpoſing of chance is ſecrit that it 
may be chance inazed, and wholly of God : but that 
therefore it is wyolly (that is in MF, B*, meaning 
immediatly ) of Gol, becauſe itis Chance, which clic 
it werenot, Goe wea little higher from MF, B. to 
his Teacher (as himſelte termeth him ) herein Mr.F., 


4 The Nature of a Lot, ſaith he, lieth wholly ia this, 4 Former ef Fove- 
that although the thing be of vs, jet the d;jpoſition is OA 


wholly of God, that is, he wſeth not our meanes of can- 
nino, practiſe ſirenzth,eyc. but taketh it who!ly to hims 
felfe. And th:refare Dice, dealing of Cards, exc. where 
the matter is laid on hazard ( as they call it ) or rather 
Goas prouidence, without ſing any cunning of ours to 
diſpoſe, ts upon the ſame reaſon of a Lot wunlawf4ll. 


Yea hence he inferreth that to ſay,” what lucke i5 this! » 7aemilia, 


how crooked | is in plaine termes ( ſo he ſpeaketh) as 
much as to ſay, what a God, or a crooked providence of 


God s this ! as preſuming that lucxe,chance, or hazard, 
(tor 


—_— — CS ooo eo _ ance 


== wo mm; 
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 Aufwer to M*,B*®. Reply 


(forall isonein efeR) is nothing elſe out God's proe 
nidence. New what doth allthis rend vnto bur this: 
Thar iherefore theſe games are vnlawfull becaule they 
cerend wp0n Caſualty, which maketh them to bee 
Lets : and that therefore it is vnlawfull to vſe any 
game depending 08 Caſualty; becauſe in char regard 
there is a immediate pronidence of Gad nit? Vhere- 
as &1*, B, therein crofling ail this, and overturning 
his 6wne grounds, here telleth vs, that /t is zot ſaid 
an immeaitte prouidenceisi ina Lot, as it bs caſual. But 
tow th:n? forſooth as being caſnall it is wholly di- 
ſpeſed &y Gea to this or that exent. T hat isas much as 
to ſy, 1p immediate prouidence of God ts not in 4 Lot, 
45 1t is caſnal, (though that be the ground whereupon 
we haue formerly affirmedir to be ) but as there uu 
an immediate prouidence of God init; (idem per idem) 
tor that is, 0 be wholly di/poſed by God; as M*.B. 
ſtill meaneth. Thus you ſee how Mr. B. hath 
now mended the matter, and made good his 
ownegrounds. Buthe will haue ſomewhar out of 
my words yet, betore he haue done with them. 


$0 that from MF. G5. axiome this Argument may. 
be framed. An immediate prouiaence in an extreor- 
dinary Lot is acknowledzed by MF, G. as it is a Lot 
(ſay 1) wholly diejed by God: * Therefore an immedi- 
ate proviience is in an ordinary Lot, ( as tuaLla}) 
wholly Gipeſea by God. For there t« ns difference be- 
nreene theſe ſorts of Lois ( a;they be Lots ) and ſo di- 


ſpoſed. Ber Mr. G. hath ſhewed that Pron.16.33. [pea- 


teeth as well of one ſart of Lots, as of another. 


How this that followeth commeth in with a, 
S# 


11 ACT eERCE Of P15 OWNE AVFUMENTS, 
Sa that, [know not. Yetlet vs ſee whatitis, M<.G. 
he ſaith, hath ſhewed, (I grantit indeed, but I ſhew 
itnot; it is hethat ſhould ſhew ir, or hee will neuer 
be able to conuincethole that ſay otherwiſe) char 
Pros.16.33./peaketh of 7 ots ingenerall as wel ordi- 
gary 4s exiravrdinarie. Be it ſo, what of that? Bux 
1 acknowledge alſo an immediate pronidence in ar ex- 
traordinary Lot 5 and that is therein as it 4 Lot; 
ſaith M"*- B. and thercfore by Mr. G5. Axiome, ic 
muſt bee ſo in 47 arainary one alſo. For this I 
ſuppoſe it is that he would ſay. But he muſt firſt 
ſhew where I acknowledge ay immediate pronidence 
to be /13 exery extraordinary Lot, which I deny to be 
in many thouſands of them : and then proue it to be 
in ſuch a Lot 45it i 4 Lot; which to afirme and nor 
prone, is to require that in effe without proofe to 
de granted, which all the controverſicis about, and 
which he muſt not thinke will be yeelded vpon his 


bare, 7 /ay. 


The other Argument « this, which is the Kil-kow., 
If in enery Lot there be neceſſarilie an immediate worke 
and prouidence of God, then it is in the naturall power 
of man to make God worke immediaily at his plea- 

ure. * 

j Butt0. ſay that it is in mans power natarally to ſect 
God an warking immediately at his pleaſure, is abſurd. 
There is not therefore 4 immediate worke and prot- 
dence of God neceſſarily in euery Lot, M*, G. like an 
Orator ſeemeth deſirous to draw his 4duerſary into ba- 
zred by theſe words, Neceſlarily, Naturall power, 


Set God on working, At pleaſure, To ſay, awd Ab- 
C c ſurd } 


I. B. 


| 
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fard] Verbadum fint, ſurdo canit. But hoping ber- 
ter 1 anſwering his Logicke deny the Aſſkmption. For 


it is as mnch in mats naterall power to ſet God on work- 
ing immediitly in an ordinarie, as in an extraordinary 
Lot. For beth God and man ave reſpettinely as mach in 
the one Lot as in the other. | 


 Teis M*, BY. guiſe not mine to ſeeke to draw his 
Adaer ſaries into hatred, by traducing them as Plea- 
ders for Dice-play and juch abuſes as attend thereon, 
where it is vſed otherwiſe than ic ought, becauſe 
they deny _ luſorios Lot to be nlawfall, or dice- 
play fimply exill in regard of the Lot wſed in it. Irea- 
fon but here from what M-. B. himſelfe granceth, as 
{hall hereafter appeare. | 

But Mr. B. denieth the 4/umption, which is this, 
To ſay that ut is in mans power naturally to ſet God on 
working immediutly at his pleiſure, is abſurd. And 
dare MF, B.then deny this 4ſwmption ? * He mipht 
as well (ay, 1s is in mans power naturally to ſet God 
#n working of miracles at-bis pleaſure ; as ſay, 1t is 
in bis power natarally 16 ſet God on whrkinp inomeed;- 
ately at his pleaſare. For is nor cuery miiare 
worke of God,or-euery worke wroapht without means, 
miraculows? Some miracles haue beene wrought by 
wzeanes : but nothing is wrought wholly withouc 
meanes,that is not miraceious. Well, I will not fay; 
thatit is Ha/Þhemowsro avertethis': but yer] beleeue 
ir commeth neerer b/aſhemyrhan any thing in my 


Booke doth. £ 
good reafon for the 


 Yeabut MF, B. hath ſome 
deniall of mine ſn1mption, For, It is xs mich its 


mans 


1n aeJence of Diu 0Wne Arguments. 


gue power aatarally to ſet God on working immediat- 

ly in a8 01 dinary 45 in an extraordinary Lot, Very true, 

C25 much in G oneas inthe other, Thar is iy very. © ud ite olim, 
truth in neither, If there bein a extraordinary Los 7 etna quam 
of. Gadi/peciall appointment, (for in no other is there wes parte dunes 
any certainty of it ) a» /mmedtate prowidence, neither #1 ad gradum of- 
is thatthereby any power of man naturally procu-'®** 

red, noris God ſt a worke therein at mans pleaſure, 

but he worketh therein vpon bs owne pleaſure, and 

man onely by 65 appointment, This Mr. B, bimſclte 

ſaw well, and addeth therefore, 


195 


But an extraorainary Lot is by the ſpecial direftion 7 
of God. True; So is anordinary Lot by God's ſpecial ads 
ace to end acontroxerſie, | 


It followeth not from the one to the other. And T:. 6, 
the reaſon is apparent. Becauſein the extraordinary 
Lotthe euent required, be it, ro finde out a maleta- 
Rorgas.in * Achans caſe, orto diſcouer whathe man 
is that God hath fore-appointed to ſuch an office, 
as jn * Saws caley gannor certginly bee effeted 
without ſuch «# immegtate providence z whereas in 
the ordinary Lot, nothing is to be determined, but 
may well andcerrainly be decided without it. Bur 
if it þc ſ0,as Mr. B. ſaith, that :herefore in ax ordina- 
ry Lot there is an immediate prouidence ; and therefore 
4 ſetting of God on working immnneazgtely ſo oft as ſuch 
4 Lgt # wſeg, becauſe an ordinary Lot i by Gods ſpecial 
aduice to end aCentrouerſie : How is that true both 
in his Didlpeee, and inthe very next words jm- 

Cc 2 plied 


t 1sſh.7.14,1 5,16, 
17,18, 


U 1 Sam. 10. 17, 
13, 19, 20, 21, 22, 
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plied by him,that in 4 [uſorious Lot Godl is thus ſet an 
working ? For if God haue giuen noallowance for 
luſorious Lots, how is he in them ſet ſo on working, 
who doth not ſo worke, but where Zatsare vied by 
his owne allowance? Or how finne they ww \ſerting 


God on working there, where he doth hot worke ? 
M-. B. thereforehere hangeth-faſt in the briers. 


If the eucry Lot be a ſetting of onr glorious God 
on working, there ought to be prater, if not by words, 
yet in heart in the ſe as well of ordinarie as extraor- 
dinarie Lots, If ſo, then Lots are wot ta be w(ed in 
ſparts. 


If every Lot be, ſaith M*. B. contrary to-what:be- 
fore he implied,that wnle//e it be done by God's afligne» 
went, it is not. If it be ſo indeed, the reſt will fol- 
low. Bntthar is it that is to be proued. And for 
Concluſion of this Argument, let it be obſerued, that 
MI. B. cannot make this good, whereupon the 
whole ſtrength of this h# principall Argument de- 
pendeth, & tor the proofe wherof he alledgeth, Zr. 
16.33. to wit, that there is an immediate prouidence 
of God in exery Lot whatſoency,vnleſle this abſurd 
Poſution be alſo granted him, that 

It is natuylly in every mans (nay in ny childs) 

jg to ſet God on working immediately at plea- 

wre : 
Andarthat little ch:ldrexas oft as they caſt forero//e_ 
and pile, cauſe God therein to worke 4 miraculous 
worke, T hat which the rather I require to be obſer- 
ned and remembred, becauſe the whole pich of the 
2 EXS 


in defence of hu One Arguments. 


- next Argument, yea of all the reſt ina manner, de- 


 penderh vpon 2his poine, 
The ſecond Argument. 


| E are not tot emp the A Imtobty by a vaine de- 
fire of manifeitation of his power and ſpeciall 
 prouidence_. 
' But by wſing Lots in ſport we doe [a :' therefore we 
way not wſe Lots in ſport. | ' 
The Aſſumption they ſeeme to proue on this 


wile. 
* To call God to fit in iudeement where there i; 


29 neceſiitie ſo to doe, or for the determining of trifles, 
4 to tempt, nay to mocke God : 
But by the wſe of Lots in ſbort, God ts called to ſit 
P in3 iudgement where there is no neceſitie, for tne de- 
 germinins of trifles. 
By the 'w/ſe bf Lots 
diſhonour God. 

. The Propoſition is confirmed « ſimili, 1by the 
King and Councell, by wheſe gouernment though we 
all line; yet wereit a diſhonour to them to oe called vpon 
by children to determine their ſhorts. 

The Aſſumption is proued 2 par?, by comparing 
together a Lor and an Oath : 4 Zotznthe nature 


in ſport therefore we tempt and 


thereof doth as neceſſarily ſuppoſe tbe prouidence and 


determining preſence of God,as an Oath in thenature_) 
thereof doth ſuppoſe the teſtifying preſence of God, 
7 Tea ſo, that as inan Oath, ſo ina Lot, * Prater 4s ex- 


preſſed or to be onderſtood, In which regard allo as 
Cc 


An 
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Anſwer io MF, XeALY \ 
an Oath, ſo 4 * Lot is an, ai7 of religion gn twpich we 
refer unto God the determining. of (uch weighty (hungs 
&s can no other waies be determined : _ therefore 
© iathe w/e of it is ener infolded,and ſometime alſs ex- 
preſſca, both a confeſſion that God #s a ſourraizne Iudge 
19 determine (uch things, and 9 a ſupplication to him. 
that by the Lot, when it us caſt, be will be pleaſed ſo to 
doe. A Lot, theretore, as an Oath, is wot to be wſed 
but * in caſc of ncceſvitie and exrremutie : and * being 
a /olemne act of religiun way not be yo to ſporting : 
8 We may as Well 1e5f with the Word, and Sacraments, 


and Oatns, w wh Lois. 


There might be divers ſeuerall Arguments fra» 
med out ot theſe allegations ; but becaulc they 
build all on oae ground,and ſtand vpon one bor- 
rome, I haue thought belt to put chem jn this man-. 
ner together, that the ſame common anſwer might 
ſerue them all, Ne 

Firſt therefore the viing of Lots either in matters 
ſage and ſerious, or of ſport and delights * not of 
it ſelfe any deſire of the manifeſtation of Gods ſpe- 
ciall power and prouidence by an immediare diſ- 
polition, vnlefle men offend againſt the caution be- 
fore giuen in doing it to.this end, to try thereby 
whether God will vouch(aſeto worke zramediately 
and extraordinarily ar no which being not of the 
nature ofthe thing ic ſelfe,is nar neceſlarily implied 
in the ordinary vſe of it. Neither is there any fuch 
calling in of God to decide doubts in game, bur 
i che matter in queſtion is put.tothe caſuall diſpo- 
fition of the Creature; no moretban there was any 
ſolemne calling of Godin, or calling ypanbim to 

| eetermine 


1n de al e of: u One Arpuments. ; 199 


dcterminethe Tithe,in the example before alledged 
out of ® the-Law. And therefote conſequently « rec. 7.19, 
no ſuch tempting:af God, as is herecharged, in | xy ee perics 
the vie of a Lot, be it vſedeither in caſe of necellitie 47 #e Pewn ten 
ot orherwiſe. rags 
Yea rather if a Lot be ſuch, as here they ſay, itis «. 
not to.be yſcd in any bulireſſe ar all vpon any occ a- 
fion whatſoguer, For, /t « "not lawful to tempt God m nuc.6.16, 
" in any caſe whatſoeuer: But to ſe Lots in any caſe 94th 47: 
whatſoener is to tempt God : It is not lawfull therefore ;;.; MR As 
50 w/e Lols 1n any caſe whatſoeucr. & ad ſemper. Gere 
The Aſſuwption isthus proued evidently ® by pn 
the former grounds and grants :? To require 4 worke » £104. 17.2.7. 
God's immediate power and prouidence zn this or that 71473. 18,19,20. 
inde,u toſtint, and ſoto teryt God : But toe a Los 
zn any caſe, is ts require 4 worke of Gods immediate 
power and prouidence : (tor eucry Lot, ſay they, is 
ſach :) Therefore to w/e « Lot inany caſe: whatſocacr 
& unlawful. +1 
- Bur chis Concluſion is vntrue: for 4 a Lot in « r;0:.:5, 15, 
forne cafes may lawfully be vied : the former 
ground therefore is-falle, - =» 
| Ir is indeed * vnlawtull and atempting of God * #5 permictioms 
to viea Lot:ſoas they;would haue-it vied only, to png, 
wit, requir ing and expecting an e£xtrigr digzar y, tracrdinaria it e- 
worke otGod init; in; avy-cale orypon Any oeca- /376 Dp dh 
ſion. whatſoeuer,, without-Gods expredſeappoint- ,;$;2. 0 
ment- of. it, chough all meanes ſhould faile other- 
wite. Fortohauerecourſerocxtraordinary meanes 
when ordinary faile,is:to-rempr God by refuling 
toidtpend and wait vpon Gold, as:our Sauiour im- 
plicth, when” at the Deus taotion_he refuſed to * Math.4.3,4,2. 
Set 11 ſpeake 
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f er7), ee. fcut 
wt 1Kee. 2. 
17. tale vulgo ex- 
prawnt, Tube, in- 
pe 4, CAC. 
7 
+ xvod 17.2,3. 
Plal.78. 41. 


Ibid. ſet. 8.. 


£2. 11.30, 
Galst. 1. 20. 
Fhil.1.8. 


Ut 2C07,1, 23, 


* Balm, Dialog. 


1, 2fnfwer. to 'NIFSD*. Keply : 


f feake to his Father.to haue owes turned into 
bread leſt by ſo doing he ſhould tempt God,though 
ie were in cale of exrremitie : that which was*the 
linne of the 1/74elzzes ſometime inthe Wildernefſe, 
No ſuch Lortherefore atall as they allow of is al- 
lowable. And to ſpeake as thetruth is,by the courſe 
and force ofthis their diſconrſe,the only lawfull vie 
ofa Lot is difallowed and condemned, and an vn« 
lawiull and vawarrantable'vſc of itisallowed in the 
roome ot 1t. 

Secondly, an Oath and a Lot are not alike : the 
compariſon therefore laid betweene them will not 
hold, For neither is the right of ought in.an ordi- 
nary Lot put to the ſpeciall prouidence or imme- 
diate and extraordinary worke of God; as * the 
trath of the thing teſtified is in an oath put co his 
teſtimonie : neither is there in eyery Lotany ſuch 
folemne inuocation of God, as there is in an Oarh 
ever either ® expreſſed or implied, by which God 
is called to witneſle with vs the truth of that we 
auow,or the truth of our purpoſe to performe what 
we promiſe: as may hereb _ 

The definition of ea ing' containeth the 
whole nature of the thing defined. Now a Lot may 
be defined withour this: but ſo cannot an Oath. 
Yea ſo * ſome' of the 'aduerſe party define Lottery 


= LyainPr.c16- out of * Lyra; To oft Lots is byarvariable event of 
ſome ſenſible thing to-dttermine ſame doubtful or 0n- 


certaine matter.” Which definition of Lottery con- 
taineth no ſuch-mgreras is here ſuppoſedto be of 
the very natuteandellende of a Lor, as it is of the 


 eflence of an-Oath; which cannot be defined there- 


fore withour it, Neither 


in defence of h1s oone Arguments, 201 
Neither doe the * places produced proue it. They * * Sar. 14. 4:: 


ue only that Prayer was ſometime vſed ( but CE 


"2 faithleſſe payer "the one of them without word pro- ſits abſque omns 


or warrant) before an extraordinary Lot for an ex- _ —_ in 


traordinary power and prouidence to dire& the « ; $a. ,.4r. 


euent of it; * the thing intended being ſuch as the * 4.1.24. 
: P Lev!t.27.32s 
Lot by.no naturall power, either of the Creature | #77557... 


viing it,or ved in it, was ableto effet: which kinde peu refeuri. Aug, 


of prayer hath no place, nor is lawfull in ordinarie #7 7/109. Deum 
teſlem adhilere Cifs 


or meere diuifory Lots. For example: ? In aſhgning gx. ;... 0.448 
and ſetting out Tithe, it was not lawfull, much lefſe iarare, nif ns we 


, nr: ; : ritat's Deo redgercs 
neceſ{arie, to-pray God fo to gine 4 right Lot, that pres ant ge 


euery Lambe or Kid that were indeed in courſe of /,>.28. rar ef 


time the tenth, might certainely or conſtantly ſo {cm adbibereDe- 
um. Lomb. ſent.l.3« 


cometo hand. Bur they proue not that prayer is "5 
part ofa Lot,oris inthe Lot,as itis part of an Oath, i» «flew ware. 
and is included in the Oath, as by the vſuall 4 defi- 79/7. par. 22, 


= . » 0. 39, 4. I. he 
nitions of an Oath may appeare. In eleian of offi- ;3",*,z/ 1. 10) 
ces ſacred or ciuill, prayer is vſed orat leaſt ought lrare teftimonium 


. F me De CxUWendum. 
to be vſcd: yetirt followeth not therefore that prater 1, oat. 1s 


isa part ofthe choiſe, or that therefore the elzRion ;.memum ef De 
in the nature of it doth neceſſarily ſuppoſe a  ſpeceall pro. *Uteſtatio ad weri- 


>. |  tatem ſurmonis ag- 
widence and actermining preſence of God, Yea prayer. Si-camars 


may be vſed both beforegame and in game,as bath ca. injir. 1.2.c.8. 


before and ar mear, and yet is not therefore of the. 5+3-7-cca/io Dez 
qua petim® ut Deus 


nature of game, nor ſuppoſeth therefore a ſpeciall {: #5 de anime 
prouidence of God and a determining preſence -no{ quod fallere 
in it 91715, 0% Ut Unn- 
; . Fg , dex fit { {cfellert- 
Laſtly,a Lotis no religious a&,nor holy thing of »,., fr agy loc, 


it ſelfe,as * before hath beene ſhewen:there is much =. dcfinir. 14- 
ratio tague ad in- 


difference therefore betweene Lots, and the word ,,,...- pertimet. 


of God, Sacraments, and Oaths. For theſe things ibid. de 29 precept. 
| D d Ire : Cbap. 6, 8.6, 


—  — — 


S Exod. 3 2,5- 


I. B. 
Reply. 


Anſwer to MF. B*. Reply 


are holy of themſclues and in their owne nature, as 
the very definitions of them will ſoone ſhew : and 
therefore cannot but be holy. Whereas a Lot is 
not in the nature and the definition of it holy, and 
therefore is not alwaies and neceſfarily ſacred. Yea 
thoſe things are now holy, as ener, in our ordinary 
vie; whereas no Lot is holy that we can vſe now 
adaies z nor indeed was euer any fo, ſaue extraordi- 
narily. But Gods taking of any thing ſometime 
extraggdigarily, or from ordinatie vſc,to apply it to 
ſome holy and extraordinarie vie, doth notexempr 
the kinde in general}, but che thing only it ſelfe ſo 
vſed in ſpeciall from ciuill or light and ordinarie 
vſage; and thatalſo fo leng only as ic is ſo (er apart : 
As thevſe'of water in Baptiſme hindrech nor bur 
that a' man may play with warer, yea and with that 
very water that may afterward be a Sacrament in 


| Baptiſme;or char hath ſo beene, bur is not now. In 
| like manner, when a Lot ſhall be extraordinarily 
 vſed for a ſpeciall ſigne of Gods immediate eleRi- 


on and choiſe, whoſoeuer ſhall then contemne or 
fer light by that Lot, he (hall abuſe an holy thing 
and Gods. name in ſo Joing; but not whoſoeuer 
{hall vſe otherwiſe any Lotto diſport, yeathough 
it were that Lot that had beene vſed in ſuch a buli- 
neſle before ; there remaining no more holineſlſe 
in it after that vſe is oner, than in © the bath that 
burnt but waſted not, when God manifeſted him- 
ſelfero Moſes inir, after that manifeſtation was once 
ended. 

To this long Anſwer 1 might make a (hort Reply. 
For whereas M*, G*, waine ground is this : There ts 
no 


in defence of hs owne Arguments. 
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no immediate prouidence of God in an ordinary, a1 is 
ip an extraordinary. Lot, and thereupon he buildeth 
theſe Anſwers. Therefore there is notemipting of God 
by vſino Lots in ſport. Therefore Praier expreſſed, or 
to be underitood,ts (not) required in ordenary Lots : 
aud Therefore an ordinarie Lot is not an holy thing in 
it ſelfe. 1 might (referring my ſelfe to the defence 
of my former Argument) briefly reply and ſay : There 
is an immediate prouidence of God in an ordiua- 
rie Lot : Therefore God # tempted by wfing Lots in 
ſport : Therefore Prater expreſſed, or to be underſtood, 
is required of them who wſe an ordinary Lot : and 
Therefore an or dinarie Lot is an holy thing. 


Here that appeareth that I told you before, that 
vnleſle you grant M-.B. what he could not in the 
former Argument make good, all is gone. For here 
is nothing that will ſtand , vnleſe that be made 
good. So that by his owne acknowledgment no- 
thing needed to be anew anſwered to this 4rgu- 
ment, if ſufficient Anſwer haue beene giuen to the 
former. 

But Mr. G. hee faith pon ſ#ch ground denieth 
all this. 

1. M*,G. need lay no ground at all for his de- 
niall : It is enough ſor him barely to denie ſome 
Propoſitten, which vpon. his deniall Mr, B. is to 
proue. 

2. MF, G.doth not denie all this apo ſuchground 
as MF. B. here pretendeth, becauſe there is no immeds- 
at prouidence in any ordinary Lot;which he ſaith not; 
no more than that itis in cuery extraordinary one : 

Dd 2 for 
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wer to MF. D*. Reply 


for who can hinder God from working immediate- 
ly when he will, either in that or in ought elſe? or 
who can enforce him to worke in ſuch manner ſaue 
when he himſelfe will? Bur becauſe it cannot be 
proued thatthere is ſo ordinarily in ordinarie Lots, 
nor doth the nature of a-Lot require that it ſhould be. 
Yea becauſe that ordinarily ir is not, as hath alrea- 
dy beene ſhewed. 

3. I might demand of Mr. B, how the w/e of 4 
Iuſoriows Lot can be a tempting of God, by deſiring the 
manifeſtation of his ſþeciall proutdence in hi immeat- 
ate diſpoſing, it ſuch an immediate prouidence of God 
be generally #x all Zots. For what is it 20 tempt God, 
but ts ſtint him to that, or to try him whether he will 
doe that, or no, which it is uncertaine whether he be_ 
welling wnto or no ? But if in all Lots ſuch an immeds- 
ate prouidence of God be, then it is certaine before 
hand that God will ſo worke in it. And if it be 
ſaid, that God & not willing to hane luſorions Lots cait ; 
yet he is not vnwilling, if this ground be goad, 
when they are caft ſo to worke in them: for who 
can enforce him to it, vnleſſe he will ? A man might 
reaſon therefore rather backward. from MF, BF. 
grounds, and ſay, _An immediate prouidence of God 
is in euery Lot neceſ/arily: And, Therefore it is no 
tempting of God to expect that of is, that cannot but 
be ix it,to wit, a ſpeciall proutdence in diſpoſing the 
Lot without meanes. 


But ſomething more in replying, will hane more 


ſanour in reading, 


True: 


in defence of bcowne Arguments, 03 


* True: if it be not ſo vnſauourieas ſome thines =. G, 


before haue beene. ® Otherwiſe the more and the * 7 ein ale bs. 
ne res, ita bourss bis 


longer, I ſuppolz, the lefle ſauour. oc eng 


qe, quo raja”. Et 


M. Tull oratio optirra fertur ſs qiie mavima, Vin. ep ft. 10, b Moya; HAD, vie 
rev. Callimach. apud Athin. d.irſ.l.z. Ei, Orhyy xg 400, ue day, Diver as, i 
Pa &n, 


Therefore 1 firit maruell that MF, G, forgetteth I. Þ. 

himſelfe in concluding : That all Lots be wnlanfull, 
if there be an immediate proutdence in all Lots. Woat ? 
Were extraordinary Lots wnlawfull tos? Nay; he 
wnderſtanaeth an exception of them, b:canſe they were 
commanded by God. So 7 ſay, ordinary Lots were ad- 
_— by God to end controuerſies. Therefore ofing 
them in that caſe is no tempting of God. 


Mr. B. might, if he pleaſed, eaſily haue ſeene T. B. 
what my: Concluſion intendeth, not to determine 
ought concerning any ſuch Zors as by Gods ſpeciall 
ointment were ſometime vied with expettation of 
ſuch 4 /peciall and extraordinary prouidence inthem, 
but of ſuch only as may in theſe daies be lawfully 
vſed, which alone we now deale with. Betweene 
which two ſorts there is much difference in the cafe 
now queſtioned. It being mo tempting of God to ex- 

eff ſuch an extraordinary worke of his in the one, 
becauſe without it thar could not be certainly effe- 
Qed, for which he had inioyned them to be vſed: 
Whereas in the other it is; becauſe neither the bu- 
fineſſe whereunto they are vſed, requireth it, nor 
hath God himfclfe any where promiſed.it, So that 
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T. G. 


eAnfwer ro M*, B*. Reply 
it is notthe want of either command ot warrant for 
the vie of them, but the expecFing or requiring that 
which there is 0 ground or promiſe of God tor in 
the vie of them, that maketh them guilty in that 
kinde. 

That which followeth therefore I auow ftill,and 
can ealily make good ; both that a//extraordinarie 
Lots now vſed are unlawful, and no better than 
meere Sorceries; as the attempting by Zot to diſco- 
vera maletator would be, which yet was lawfull 
when * Godenioyned ir. 

And againe that to vie any Lots in that manner 
as Mr. B. preſcribeth, to wit, with inwocation for 
and expeitation of a ſþeciall and inemediate worke of 
Gods prouidence therein, or is put things to Lot upon, 
preſumption of ſuch pronidence, is to tempt God, he 
hauing no where promiſed any ſuch thing. 


1 maraell alſo, why M*, G. ſhould ſo confidently 
afſirme, that by this courſe, that is, by maintaining au 
immediate pronidence is all Lots, an onlawfall w/c 
of a Lot ts allowed in the roome of the onely lawful wſe. 


The reaſon is apparent, becauſe ſuch an vſe is 
allowed, as is ſuperſtitions, and without warrant. 
Yea ſuch as M-.B, himſelfe, I doubt not, but will 


condemne, if that poſicien be vaſound, to wit, that 


ſach an 1mmedzate prouidence, as Mr,B. pretendeth, 


ic ordinarily in Lots; which Mr. B. knowing that 
MF. G. denieth : why ſhould hee matuell that hee 
holdeth thar, that doth neceſ{arily follow vpan the 
deniall of it? ; 


But 


in defence of hi owne Arguments. 
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But 1 referre the diſcuſſing hereof to the defence of 7. B, 


my third Argument. 
Therethen we (hall deale further with it, 


Apaine it ts tobe obſerued, that he ſets downe a Cons 
pariſon betweene an Oath and 4 Lot, which 1 ſet not 
downe, whereby the minde of the Reader may be trou- 
bled. For 1 ſay not : Asthe truth of a thing is by an 
Oath pat to Goas Teſtsmony z ſo in an Ordinary Lot the 
right of a thing is put to Gods immediate pronidence. 


This tsit that 1 ſay : As an Oath in the Nature thereof 


 ſuppoſeth the teſtifying preſence of God : ſo 4 Los, zn the 


Nature thereof, ſuppoſeth the deter mining preſence of 


God. My reaſon #, Ending a Controuerlie z 7 ſay not, 
Deciding a right : For before diniding the land of pro- 
wiſe by Lot, no Tribe, or family could challenge more 
right to oneportion than to another. Ending ( I ſay ) 
a controutr ſie is by a Lot referred io Gods determining, 
the ſame by his whole or immediate diſpoſing the oncer- 
tarne Lot toacertaine euent. 


I ſet downeno more as MF, B*, but what is his, 
and he himſelfe in preciſe termes hath ſer downe 
before me. Onely I ſhew diuers differences, and 
thoſe materiall betweene an Oath and 4 Zot, in re- 
pard whereof thereis no ſound reaſoning from the 
one to the other. And among other things withall 
{hew, that there is #0 neceſuitie of Gods determining 
preſence in ſuch manner as is here preſumed 71 4 Lot, 
becauſe there is nothing in an ordinary Lot put upon 
Lottery, that requireth any ſuch dinine determining 


preſence. But 


T, 6. 


T. B. 


7.6, 
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Anſwer to M'. B*. Reply 


But whereas M-. B. here auerreth that no right of 
ourht ts in an ordinary Lot put to Queſtion, becauſe the 
ſe of it is onely to end Contronerſie; the reaſon is 
moſt friuolous : For are not Controverſies moſt fre- 
quent about matter of Right ? and many of them 
more impoſhble to be ended by any other courſe, 
than other Controverſies owdinarily are? And (ure 
if there be ſuch a» immediate pronidence and 4 deter- 
mining preſence of God in them,as by M*.B.is preſu- 
med, why ſhould not queſtions of rizht, where they 
cannot well be determined otherwiſe, be referred to 
4 Lot, as well, if not rather, than any other ? Since 
alſo that thatplace in the Proverbs ſpeaketh of Con- 
trouerſies in geaerall, without diſtintion orexcluli- 
on of any. For to reaſon, as M*. B. heere from 4 


particular to a generall, There was no queſtion of right 


(though that alſo may be queſtioned by thoſe that 
ranke that among ex!raordinary Lots ) inthe diniſion 
of the landof Canaan; Therefore there is none in any : 
I ſay no wore but that itis like M*. Bs. reaſoning 
oft elſc-where. 


- Tt ts alſo tobe obſerued that in the 2. Compariſon be- 
tweene an Oath and a Lot, touching Praier, he ſaith, 
Neither is there in enery Lot any ſuch ſolemne inuaca- 
tion, Therefore in ſame Lot, there ts, that ts, in an ex- 
traordinary Lot, becauſe of an immediate prouidence to 
direct the enent of it. For the ſame cauſe ( ſay 1 ) prat- 
er to be expreſſed, or onderſtood in the ſe of an ordi- 
wary Lot to. 


You fee, it a man grant Mr, B. what he will, hee 
can 


 mnaefence of hu owne Arguments. 
Ean proue what he liſt. Wee had this before in the 
briefe A»ſwer at firſt : Why doth hee trouble his 
Reader now with it againe? But you ſee, he cannot 


Boe onan inch vnleilethat be ſtill granted 3 which 
will neuer be made good. 
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But, ſaith M*, G. Prazer ts of the eſſence of an Oath, L.B. 
and not of a Lot. 1 haze ſaidmothing to the contrary. 
So that be might haue ſpared hs definition of 4 Lot. 


But if heſay nothing now to it, hee anſwereth T. 6. : 
not mine 4r2#mext ; that therefore prayer is not ne- 
ceſſarily in enery Lot either expreſſeg or implied. 

W hercin alſo becauſe I ſpake ſomeaWlhort then, 

it being ſufficient to giue the contradiftory to Mr. 

B+. aſſertion, I ſpeake further home now and ſay, 

that zf is not in any Lot at all ; for itis onething to be 

vied abour ir, another thing to bein it. Prayer, and | 
other diſceurſe is vied oft about orat our meales, i 
bur is not therefore 1n chem. l 


But becauſe he taketh a Definition, (ſuch as it is) out 7 R, 
of my Dialogue, I will ſay ſomewhat thereto. The de- 4 
finition ( ſocallea) is from Lyra, viz. Towſe Lots is by 4 
a variable cuent of ſome ſenſible thing to determine l 
ſome dountfull, or oncertaine matter. How is this mat- 
ter tobe determined indeed? Euen by Gods whole or 
immediate diſpoſing the Lot. Hath God the principall 
kand inthe determination? And is not then Prayer to 
beexpreſſed, or vnderſiood in a Lot, that ts, in the 


managing by the wſers thereof, 


hy, 


T. 6. 


I. B. 


T. G. 


Luke 24. 39. 
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[1ſmer to MF. B*. Reply 

1. If that definition be but a ſory one, why did 
M-. B. giue no better? Oc why doth he not ſhew 
wherein itis defeftiue ? 

2. You ſee ftill, he muſt haue that granted him, 
which ſo oft hee inculcaterh, or elſe nothing will 
fadge with him. 

3. Hath not God an hand, andif an hand, IT hope, 
a principall, becauſe a ruling and ouer-ruling: hand 
in all things. Muſt ſolemne prayer therefore be ne- 
ceſſarily vied before euery thing, euery ſtep that a 
mana ſtrideth, or euery chery that he eateth ? 

4. Itis one thing to hawe prayer uſed about a thing ; 
an other thing to haue prayer neceſſarily underſtood or 
emplied in it 

5. Bythis filly reaſon ir may be proued that ayy 
ſerious affaire about which ſolemne praier is to bee 
vied, isof the ſamenature with an Oath, 


Now then let ws conſider the places produced to 
proue it. The former ( ſaith M', G.) was faithleſſe. I 
ſay ſo too. Becauſe that Lot was without any warrant, 
Thu notwithſtanding, praier in this and the other place, 
doth ſhew that Gods people beleeuins that God doth 
franifie his iudgement by the whole or immediate diſþo- 
ſition of that Lot did therefore thinke themſelues bound 
£0 pray. 

What is all this to proue that i» 4 Zot,4s in an Oath, 
praier ts eaer underſtood or implied. A man mightas 


a Matt. 14, 14. Well reaſon thus; Our Sautour * more than once praje 


ed, before he brake bread : Therefore in all breaking of 


Bread prater ener i implied. | 
I need not adde, that in thoſe being extraordi- 
nay 


in defence of bis owne Arguments. 


nary, there was neceſſary cauſe to craue by prayer 
ſome ſpeciall preſence and prouidence, becauſe 
Mr. B. himſelfein his next words obſerueth it. 


But both their Lots were extraordinary,wherein was 
an immediate prouidence of God. Therefore they might 
well beleeue that they ſhould pray. True : ſo all Chri- 
ſtians may, yea and muſt beleeue, ihey ought to pray in 
the wſing ordinary Lots, becauſe of Gods immediate 
prouidence exerciſed therein. 


True, if they will beleeue Mr, B. on his word : 
but notelſe:for out of Gods word, I am ſure,he can- 
not makethis good, which yet ſo wit he repeateth, 
and buildeth all vpon. 


Nays 1t was wnlawfull in ſetting out Tithe. If ſo; 
not becauſe it was an ordinary Lot, ( if a Lot ) but be- 
canſe the Lord exprefly ſaith, of all that goeth under 
the rod thetenthſhall be holy. 


I no wheredeny that any Prazer might haue 
beene vſedat that manner of aſhgnement, butpraz- 
er onely to ſuch particular purpoſe. Which yet if it 
had beene vſed, did not require ought againſt 
the tenths being holy, but that each centh might 
come forth according to the due order of being 
yeaned. 


The inflance of eleftion of Offices is beſides the paur- 
poſe. For it is not argued thus : Becauſe Gods people 


praied when they ſed 4 Lot z therefore there is an 17. 
Ee 2 meaiate 


I. B. 


7.G. 
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Anſwer to NF, D*. Reply. 


mediate pronidence of God in 4 Lot. But thus : There 
is 41 Tinmediate prouidence of Goa ina Lot : Therefore 
Go4's people praied when they ſed 4 Lot. 


Then belikeit was produced to proue nothing 
at all chat wasto be proued. For the point to bee 
proued was not that Gods people praied at the w/e of 
a Lot, but that that a Lot doth ſuppoſe the determming 


preſence, or immediate proutdence of God, Which 


hereby alſo Mr. B. endeuoured toproue, But now 
MF. B.it ſeemeth, taketh that fora thing granted; 
which is the point that he 1s to proue. 

The inſtance is to the purpoſe for it doth ſhew 
that Prater is agh- therefore implied in a Lot, as in an 
04:5, though it be vſed thereabour, 


If then there be an immeatate prouidence of God in 
a Lot, and inrezard thereof prater us to be expreſſedor 
wnaerſtoodin the lawfail uſe of a Lot, then praying 
and playing ( though they rime well tozetber, yet ) run 
not well topether inthe lawfull vſe of a Lot, Nay ra- 
ther it followeth from both, That a Lot is not to be wed 
bat in acaſe of neceſſitie more or leſſe. And therefore 


ſtrange ( 1willnot ſay, abſurd ) is M*. Gs. Poſition 


P. 111. to wit, The leſſe weightie the matter ts, wherein 


a Lot is wjed, thelawfuller the Lot is. Except it be pro» 
acd, that theleſſe weightie the matter 1s, thegreater is 
the neceſlitte of enaing the controuerſie by a Lot. Toe 
ſaid Poſition is more ſtrange, becauſe he grantethp.95. 
That Prayer ſpecially applied tothe Lot may ( in ſome 
caſe ) beconceined, where the matter is more weigh- 
tie; as in the choiſe of a Magiſtrate. But con- 
 verning 


un defence of hu 0wne Arouments, 


cerning this alſo more ſhall bee ſaid in my next 
Reply. | 


If a man grant MF. B. his //s ſtill, hee can proue 
any thing : elſe nothing. He ſaid buteuen now that 
he doth not here proue it, and yet preſently ypon it, + 
hetelleth vs, 1f then it be ſo 5c. as if it were heere 
proued to hand. But vnleſle that bee proued, all 
that foHoweth is iuſt nought. For nought «yd 
nought and nonght maketh nought ;, as in Ciphering 
they vſe to lay. 

Yet that praying 5 playing doe not at all runne well, 
I hope M*.B. will not athrme. For albeit a man 
may not play with prater, yet hee may pray, I hope, 
before he play ; yea and vpon iuſt occaſion too as 
his play. 

'That abſurd Poſition, as MF, B, here implieth it to 
be, hath beene ſuthciently canuaſed already ; and 
hath more truth in it, I belecue, than Mr, B. 1s aware 
of. If ought further comeagainſt it, it ſhall in his 
due place beanſwered. Thar here alledged of Praz- 
er oſed wity ſome Lot,no way croſleth it ; nor doth 
Mr, B, ſhew wherein it any way doth. . 


Lailly, 1t ſerueth my turne that M*.G. acknowled- 
geth that Gods name,and an Holy thing is abuſed, when- 
ſaeuer an. extraordinary Lot i contemned, becauſe an 
immediate proutdence of God s theres. For the ſame 
cauſe an ordinarie Lot is the Name of God and an Holy 
thing,and therefore not to be abuſed in ſport. But M*.G. 
hath ſhewen before, t1at a Lot is not init. ſelfe an Holy 
thing. Indeed; he would hawe ſhewes in his third 
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Inſwer to MF, D'. Reply 


Reaſon, inducing him to allow luſorious Lots, 4s not 


euill tn themſelues, that a Lot is not holy either m it 
ſelfe, or by dinine inſtitution. VWhereunto Thane alrea- 


dy anſwered ſomewhat. But baking learned more (0c- 
caſionally) by his farther diſpute, 1 will now for ſome 
more ſatisfaition, anſwer ſomewhat more. A Lot 
(ſaith M*.G. p. 132,07 133-) is not holy either in it 
ſelfe, becauſe a Caſualtie hath no holineſſe in it ſelfe : 
For then all Caſualties ſhould be holy : or by dinine 
inſlitution in the word ſanitifying it to ſome holy 
V ſe. 
anſwer briefly. Is an extraordinary Lot the Name 
of God,an holy thing in it ſelfe, becauſe of Gods imme- 
diate pronidence therein, and not an ordinary Lot in 
reſpect of the ſame prouidence ? If it be, Then thangh 
all caſualties be not holy in themſelues, yet all lawful 
Lots be holy in themſelnes. So that as the Buſh that 
burnt and waſted not, was holy, when God manifeited 
him[elfe to Moſes in it,p.1 56. $0 a Lot is holy, becauſe 
of Gods ſpeciall preſence therein. Herein they differ. 
The Buſh was holy but for a time, becauſe God was pre- 
ſent in it but for atime: Whereas a Lot is holy from 
time to time, ſo oft as it is lawfully wed, becauſe of 
Gods ſpeciall preſence therein from time to time_). 
Therefore howſaener ſport might haue beene made_ 
with the Buſh, the preſence of God being remoued ; yet 
ought ſport neuer be made with a Los, becauſe Gods ſþe- 
ciall preſence &s ener therein. 


This ſhould haue come before. Yet better at laF, 
.we ſay, than never. But * what new matter hath 
M*, B. here brought? Doth hee any more _ 
| uſe 
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> abuſe his Reader by ſinging ouer and ouer his * 4: enim reder 
wonted ſong, that in every lawfull ot (it muſt be 771,075 «vane 
in euery one lawfail or vnlawfull,if it be ofthe na- ſemper cantilczam 
ture and eſſence of a Lot) there is an immediate prouj- ©. oid. 
dence : and if ſo, then that ſuch and ſuch things fol- 

low ; that which no man doubteth of or denieth. 

I paſle by, that he ſaith, / grawt that exery extraords- 

mary Lot is Gods Name, and Gods Name abuſed in it, 

when it is contemned; whereas I hold wany extraor- 

dinary Lots, as all Diatnatorie ones vied now adaies, 

to be rather the Deuils Name ; and Gods Name moſt 

honoured, when they are moſt,not contemned on» 


ly, but deteſted too. 


Azaine, Ineed not proue that an ordinary Lot toend 1]. B. 
controuerſies is by dinine inſtitution in the word, ſeeing 
MF. G. granteth that God in Prou.18.18.4duiſeth vs 
69 vſe it to that end, 


What I grant, is to be ſeene. But by this Argu- 7 g 
ment a man may as well proue, euery peare-plums, 
or Lettiſe-leafe,to be holy, becauſe® by dinine inftitu- © Gen. 1, 29, 
tionin the word, all herbs and fruits are for mans 
vſe. Mr. B. himſelfe ſaw the {lightneſſe hereof : and 
addeth therefore to mend the matter : 


But it is not ſanctified to an holy vſe. Thane ſhewed 1.B. 
etherwiſe. 


Where? Can youtell ? T. G. 


But what then? 1s not 4 Lot therefore alwaies boly JB. 
init ſelfe ? as MF. G. ſaithin this paſſage. 


I 


> 7 EB rne-Gi toc, A. 


RT —_ nd . FS . S<— 


T7. G, 


I. B. 
T: G, 


L.B. 


T. G. 


LfB. 


T.G. 
a Yerſat Siſyphus 
Ingens Saxum ſu- 
dans nitendo; neque 
proficit bilwmn, Cic, 
Tſcul.l.1. 
* 0 xptvouwoy. 
I, B. 


T. 6G. 


Inſwer to VI", B<. \epLy 


I no where ſay, that 4 Lot i& not alwases holy in it 


ſelfe, (noris any at all ſo) but onely, that Zots are_ 


not alwates ſacred, 


were all extraordinary Lots ſanitified to holy wſes ? 


Yea: all that were vſed by Gods ſpeciall di- 
reftion, if MF. B. ſpeake of ſuch, were ſanQified 
to an holy vie, to wit, to be dinzne Oracles, And 
what then ? 


Yet M', G. deemeth them all holy in themſelucs, be- 
cauſe of immediate pronidence in them. 


Rather : therefore he deemeth them ſacred, and in 
that regard holy, though not holy otherwiſe of 
themſclues. 


Why may not 7 for the ſame cauſe, thinke the ſame 
of all ordinary Lots ? 


Proue the /ame,and then thinke the ſame of them. 
But this is nothing but 4 the rowling of Siſyphus his 


ſtone forward and backward: and taking ſtill tor 


granted * the maine 2ueion it (elfe. 


Ana the rather becauſe Mr .G. ſaith,p. 227. Mari- 
aze being Gods ordinance «s holy in it ſelfe. But (as he 
acknowledeeth, p.1.) a Lot i Gods ordinance. Therefore 


from his grant a Lot a holy in it ſelfe. If then a Lot is 


holy in it ſelfe, Iconclude with Mr. G.p.,t33. 1t may 
#n no caſe be made matter of ſport. | 


This belike is the new matter that M. B. had of 
late better learned, and which hee thought good 
gee 1... -—  " _ 


C1 erence Of Nu OWne AYPUMEnts. 


therefore to cloſe vp this his wilde and diffuſed dif- 

courſe with; © reſeruing that that he thought would * #7 }* ap24uu 
frike all dead ro the laſt. Bur ſo fory and lilly a —- = 
thing it is, that I wonder a man of his grauitie, vn- «s nes. rs 


lefle he did.it a little to recreate himſelfe, would '” 2:9. Que 
CH excellunt id pero- 


produce it. For what man of the meaneſt vnder- ,.xam roms. 
ſtanding ſeeth not, that there is a meere equizocation Cicde orethz, = 
in the word holy: taken inthe Propoſition ina gene» - 

rall ſenſe, as all Gods ordinances, recreation and meat 

(which.in * one of the places of Scripture there by * 77% 4-4. Sis 


p : R as . Calum. 121 Cor. F. 
me cited, is contoyned with it) as well as zwariace, per neha © wage 


are ſaid to be holy : but ceucluded in the ſtrifk ſenſe ler res pure ef, | 


here diſputed of, as thoſe things only are termed © /aniia; 
holy, that haue ſpeciall relation onto God : which of quia Det mfititine 
Acariage, | ſappole, vnleſſe ic be, as the Popiſb ſort 
fay,s Sacrament, Mr, B.willnotauouch. What ſuch 


poore ſhifts as theſe are argue, I had rather others 
{hould fay than my ſelfe. 


Let me adde but a word, to.foluea ſeeming con- 
tradition ; (howſocuer I ſay not in that place, that 
Mariage i holy init ſelfe, which yet I well might; y 
that itis.onethingto ſay,a thing 1s holy of it /e{fe,not 
requiring therefore any further ſpeciall inſtitution 
to make it ſuch ; and anotherthing to ſay, that ir is 
holy init ſcife,in way of oppolition to mans corrupt 
and euill vſage of it, that 5 may pollute and vnhal- s 7iz.c5. 


low that thatis holy init ſelfe. HEgg.2, 13. 
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Tn ſWwer £0NE'. D*. LEP). 
The third Argument. 
\ ] Hatfoener God hath ſan?:fied to a proper end,is 


. 'not to beperuerted toa worſe ent *. 
But Goa hath ſanitified Lots to a proper end; vis. 


Wl. $13; [8 ena controger fies M. 


Therefore man ts wot to perrert them to a worſe 
Vs. to play, and by playing to get away another mans 
money, which without controuerſae is his owne. 


"This Argument thus conceiued is faulty two 
waies. For firſt it-goeth from the queſtion, which 
is not-whether any Creature or: ordinance of God 
may be perwerted, or peruerſly vſed ; bur whether 
the vſe of Lots queſtioned, be a peruerting ofthem 
or 10 ; whereas in the conclofion ts taken for 
granted that it is. Neither againe'ts the queſtion 
whether men may vſe Lots playing for money; (a 
thing incident ro other games as well as theſe ; 
which whether it be lawfull or no, I thilftornzed 
now to diſcuſſe) mth lefls, whecher they-miyibe 
vicd in gameto thatend, to'pzr anothermanstho- 

2y from him, or no ; (which ts nv general! yfe of 
them, nor hath any place at all there, where' either 
there is no wapering at all, or-wherethe Lotis vied 
onely at the beginning of the game, to decide who 
{hall ioyne, who lead, or the like: ) but whether 
Lots may in any wiſe be v{cd in ſporr. 

Secondly, there is more inferred in the conclu- 
flon than was in the premilles, any that which fol- 


Joweth 


in defence Of bis cwre rOURNents. 


ſoweth nor from ought in them. For the vie of a 
Lot in play is cuer to decide ſome queſtionor con- 
trouerlic, though a light oe itts like, yeta queſtion 
or controuerlle truly ſo termed ; otherwiſe ie were 
no Lor. 

For the mending of theſe faults, the Argument 
may better:be conceiued on this manner : 

That which God hath ſanttified to ſome proper w/e, 
& not to be applied to any other eſpecially a worſe w/e. 

. But * God hath ſanctified Lots to this proper wſe, . T1... epi 
to wit , the deciding of comtrouerſies in matters of vic is to decide 
weight. | , | gre: 71 

A Lot therefore may not be applied to any other w/e, aka 96. 
mach leſſe toaworſe.. OR PTCCEP. 3. 

The Propoſition is proued by ®.an inſtance of * Math. 21. rz, 
the Temple, ſer apart for prater, which the Iewes | on fs 
therefore are reproued for applying to market and = 
merchandiſe. h 

The Aſſumption is confirmed principally by 
that ſaying of Salomon. 6 The Lot ſtinteth ſtrife, ana c Prov. 13.18. 
maketh partition among the mighty. For *Tthe other « un. 26. 55. 
place is bur an inftance that a Lor once was by 
Gods owne appointment ſo vſed. Iris amplified 
« (mil, © bythe like vieof an Oath: concerning « The proper 
which there is a further ſpeech of the Apoſtle <nd ofa Lor, as 
brought * ro proue that Salomens purpoſe in thoſe ® 2" —_ wo 
words before alledged, is to ſhew the only lawfull fe (c. Bainſurd dial. 
of 4 Lot, (viF. to end controaerfies, which otherwiſe 9704 2. 
conuentently cannot, when each Contender without the ,* we mts 
Lot is too mighty to yeeld) thus: 5 As when the Apo- «cal. 1. _ 
file ſaith, * 1n Oath for confirmation among men is , 


an end of all ſtrife, hu porpeſe & not ſo-much to teach 
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; Eſai.13.3. 


k 17:4 4- 
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a G1. 2. Ss: = 
” Ex94. 20, 8. 


ws, that menoſe an Oath to en controuerſies; (which 
euery man knoweth) bus that God hath dedicated and 
made ax Oath holy and ſure oneiy for that w/e of ne- 
ceſſarie deciding of doubts of importance among men : 
ſo the like words ſed of a Lot muZY be underſtood is 
the ſame ſenſe, not ſo much to teach vs that a Lot en« 
ded ſuch controuer fies among men, which all kuow but 
that God hath ordained it only for that wſe. 

For the fuller anſwer to this Argument and the 
proofes of it, diuers diſtin&tions, of ſome good vſe, 
would be obſerued. 

Firſt thereforethe word, /anZifre, is diuerſly- ta- 
ken. Forto omit all other acceptions ; it is taken 
ſomerimein alarger ſenſe; and ſo to ſant#ifie ſigni« 
ficth ro aſſighe a creature to any ſpeciall or (ingular 
vie whatſocuer, either ſacred or ciuill : thus are ithe 
Medians (aid by God to be ſani7ified tor the ſubdu- 
ing and ſacking of Babel: and ſoare * meats ſaid to 
be /anitified by Gods word for mans food ; and ! the 
wnbeleeuing Mate ſanitified to the maried beleeuer. 

Sometime againe it is taken in a trier ſenſe;and 
ſo to ſanfifie {1gnifierh to ſet apart a Creature be- 
tide his ordinary vſe to. ſome ſacred and fpirituall 
imploy ment:as where itis ſaid,that”® God /anified 
the ſeuenth day of the world ; and where ® menare 
commanded to ſani7ifie the ſame: he by precept 
inioyning that imployment of it; they by praQtiſe 
imploying it according to his precept. 

Now in both theſe kindes may the Lord well be 
ſaid ſometime to ſancifie, but wot to appropriate z 
when by his ordinance he either inioyneth or gran- 
teth the vie of a. Creature ſo in ſome kinde, as n 

c 


zn defence of bu owne Arguments, 


he reſtraineth nor, nor inhibiteth the vie of itin any 
other kinde. Thus are the fruits of the earth fo 
® ſanitificd tor mans food, as they are ? not yer re- 
ſtrained from phylicke : yea thus was the water that 
4 miraculouſly guſhed out of the rocke ſo * ſanRi- 
fied to a ſpiritual! imployment, as yet it was not 
denied vnto ciuill and prophane vſes, euen * tothe 
watering of brute beaſts: ſometime to ſan7ifie and 
to appropriate, when God ſequeltreth and ſeuereth 
the Creature ſo ſanified vnto ſome one ſpeciall or 
proper vie from all other vſes elſe whatſoeuer. 

.. Andthus he ſanRiheth and appropriateth either 
the whole kinde of the Creature ; as © that curious 
compolition of pretious and holy ointmentexpre- 
ſly inhibired to all other vſesz or ſome particular 
onely of that kinde; as * the ſpices and odours in- 
predients of that holy ointment ; as * the Taberna- 
nacle, * the Temple, and the appurtenances of ei- 
ther: and as thoſe Elements of 7 water, * bread and 
t wine that in the Sacraments are ſanctified to be 
ſignes and pledges of ſpirituall grace : and that 
againe, either ſo to continue during the date of that 
law, as inthe vngue2nt before ſpoken of; or during 
the time onely of the ſpeciall vie ro thoſe ends,as in 
the Elements laſt mentioned. 

To apply theſe diltintions then to the preſent 
Argument: If they take the word /aniZifre in the 
ſtricter ſenſe, the Propoſition is true, but the Af 
ſumption is vnſound: for Lots are not {ctaparr, or 
faid ſb to be in either of the * places produced,to 
. any holy or ſpirituall,burto a ciuil vie onely. 

If in the larger and more generall ſenſe, then ei- 
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ther they ſpeake of things ſantF:fied onely but not 
appropriated, or af things both ſanRtified and ap= 
propriated too, and that either the whole kinde in 
generall, or ſome of the kinde only. 

If of things ſanftified onely, bur not appropria- 
ted, the Propoſitionis not true; For ® bread and 
wineareſanifed to be ſeales of Gods couenant, 
and yer doth not that hinder © the lawfull vie of 
them otherwiſe: ſo was oylz ſumetime 4 ſanified 
to annoint * Kings and * Prieſts, and yet did not 
that then reſtraine * the ciuill vie of ir for food, 
phy ſicke, neceffity or lawtull delight. Orto viea 
more familiar inſtance and neerer the preſent pur- 
poſe, 8 the fruits of trees are ſanRitied ro bee 
mans food ; yer doth not that let but that children, 
as of old time they did, may lawfully play and 
make themlelues paſtime as well with * nuts or 
i almonds, as with chert-ltones, or with check- 
ſtones, and the like, | 

If of things ſanRifed and appropriated; as it 
was in that * holy ointment inhibited to ail other 
vſes; andas itisin the ! Sacraments ſequeſtred and 
ſet apart to certaine ſpirituall purpoſes onely, the 
Ailumption is vnſound. 

If of the ſanRitication and appropriation not of 
the whole kind,but of ſome particulars ofthe kind, 
the premiſſes might bee granted, and yer nothing 
conciuded againſt the yſe of Lots 1n generall. 


nuce.quem viſe. Sed & Augufiics a1imi laxandi canſa cum pueris minuts, cuaxdogue nucibus ly- 
debat. Suet. Aug.c.$3. i 044045 xgfV0s, wy Was. Poknx (, 9.0. 7, 18 comment Rabin, 
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| Tf of the whole kinde, the Propoſition is true, 
though the proofe be not ſo pertinent; but the Al- 
ſumption is not found. 

For the proole of it out of ® Sa/omos : that place 
ſhewerl onely * how a Lot may well and wiſely 
be vied; bur neither inioyneth that vſe of it, nor re- 
ſtraineth ir thereunto. lt approueth onely the vſe 
as pvod and commendablein that kinde : But itis 
one thing tor a Lot to bee vſed welland wiſely to 
that end 3and another thing to haue thar the proper 
or onely end of it. 

Bur ® the Apoſtles ſpeech of an Oath ſheweth 
that Salomon meant ſo,when he vied the like ſpeech 
or aTor — -- A 

It doth nothing leſfe. For neitheris it true that 
the Apoſtles ſcope was to ſhew that this 1s the only 
end of an oath, to tint ſirife and controger fie, neither 
is it ſo indeed. 

His purpoſe 1s not to ſhew it : ior ? itis only to 
ſhew how ſacred, firme and inuiolable an Cath is 
among men from man to man ; ( which he proueth 
by thar which all men know and acknowledge) and 
how much more rien from God to man, when 9 he 
ſweareth tous b; whem we ſweare : like the Argu- 
ment vſed by rhe -.pnitle elſe- where, ” 4 mans co- 
wenant or teſtument once ratified no man annulleth ;, 
much leſſe can any annull or abrogate Gods. 

Net: heris that che only lawfull end of an Oath. 
For there be other ends of it ; as, to giveaſſurance 
of the performance of couznants and promiſes. 
For what controveriic was there bet-veene 1onathan 


and Dasidto be ended by Oath, when * they "_ 
either 
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either to other ? or what contrauerlie was there be- 
tweene God and Abraham,or Danid and God; when 
* God (wareto Abraham, and * Daurid to God? or 
what controuerlie is there to bee ended by thoſe 
Oathes, that men vſually take at en:raace into ofhce 
both in Church and Common-weale? . 

The like may be ſaid of that * other place of Sa- _ 
lomors, The ſcope of the place is not to ftint or re- 
ſtraine the vie ota Lotto the ending of ſtrite, muca 
lefle rotheending of great quarrels onely.; or a- . 
mong men of might alone,though Salomonexprelly 
name ſuch: For he ſpzaketh of contentions in gene- 
rall: And why may nota meane inheritance be di- 
uided by Lot among meane men as well asa rich. 
one among mighty men? Or doe not contentions 
ariſe among mighty men many times about meane 
matters? Butthe ſcope of it is rather * to perſwade 
all ſorts of men to compoſe their controuerſies, be 
they great or ſmall, rather by ſuch a courſe ſo calle 
and ſo <quall, than to plunge themſelues by eager 
purſuit of Law-ſuits into turther inconueniences; 
and 7? to induce men of meane condition the rather 
ſo to doe, when euen men of might are content oft 
to ſubmit themſelues thereunto. 

Not to adde, that Lots haue beene vſed * ofc to 
other ends (for itis but one vſeamong many that is 
there mentioned) as both hath beene in part, and 
ſhall farther hereafter be ſhewed, and as * ſome of 
them that in this point oppole vs, confelle. 


1 would thanke Mr. G. for mending mine Arga- 
mens, theugh there be wot any great weed, if be had not 
Fd 


in defence of his owne Arpuments. 


put into his 
weight | for hu owne purpoſe, a: ſhall appeare. 


What need there was both of mending it, andof 


inſerting thoſe words, that it might conclude, and 
the concluſion might not be wholly impertinent, 
by mine Anſwer may appeare. 


But to the matter. In mine underſtanding and mea- 
wing, the propoſition doth ſufficiently expreſſe all that 
which mouth MF. G, to grant it. 


Yea and ſomewhat more too; for it beggeth the 
queſtionin controxerſie, and preſumeth that that is 
to be proued ; which the Concluſion following it 
_ needs alſo haue done 3 as in mine A»{wer 

ow. | 


wel ; then let vs confider his Oppoſition made to 
the CA ſumption, and the amplification thereof. Doth 
MF. G. imply a Lot not tobe ſanttified, becauſe ( as he 
ſaith now peremptorily ) it is not inioyned ? What ? Is 
Recreation ( in generall ) inioyned by precept, if not dt- 
reftly, yet ( at leaft ) by inſt conf equence? as MF. CG. 
in his allowance of luſorious Lots ſaith is granted by 
all, p.138. 4nd « not ſowſefull an Ordinance, as is 4 
Lot, to end controner ies, iniojned by precent, either di- 
retily or by inſt conſequence ? Doth Gold more care- 
fully prouide for recreations, than for peace among hs 
people ? But MF.G, i not ſo peremPtory-in another 
place, p.13 5. where he ſaith: The w/e of Lots is not 
fimply commanded. For Prow. 18. 18. i rather aper- 


Gg miſron 


Aſſumption theſe words [ In matters of 


T, &, 


I.B. 


T. G. 


Anſwer to M'. B*. Reply 


miſſien than a precept ; and not ſo much a conmande- 
ment, 45 an aauice and connſell. 1 will come to aniſ- 
ſue. If it will pleaſe MF, G. to ſet downe h:5 injt con- 
fequence toproue Recreation inioyned by precept, 1 will 
wndertake to ſet downe 15 inſ? a conſequence toprone, 
that a Lot toend 4 Controuerſie is likewiſe intoyned 
| by pr:cept. In meane while, 1 cannot be perſwaded, that - 
Pſal. 34. 14, our God of peace, who commandeth ws to (eeke peace 
and follow after it, and hath ordeined a Lot, wherein 
he i ſpecially preſent by his immediate prouidence, to 
end controuerſtes, which otherwiſe cannot bee enaed 
copneniently,doth leaue vs at liberty in that caſe, to w/e 
or not to wvſe 4 Lot, 


T.G. 1. Mr, B. is ſomewhat like thoſe Zawyers- of 
*O'vir 251, whom Ariſtotle ſaith, that * chey would haue little to 
+2 an ft ſay, if they were held tothe matter that they are to 
jew neaviyrcr, dealein. Hetaketh occaſion here. to run out into 
arijtotrbet 4.1.4.1. a by-matter, which though all were granted him is 
*O/is 92% ©- * nota pinto thepurpoſe, Forthequeſtion is,whe- 
infirm 0 ther Lots benot onely ſan7ified, but appropriated ſo 

to the ending of Contreuerſies, that to no other purpoſe 

they may be wſed, and whether Salomons teſtimonic, 

Pron. 18. 18. proue as mach, Now grant all that 

Mr. B. here pleadeth for, and that I deny not ; That 

the wſe of Lots is intoyned in ſome caſes, ſuch as hee 

laſt menttonerh, or, that i # inzoyned by tuſt conſe- 

quence out of the wors,is this ſufficient to proue that 

it is therefore 70 that w/e onely appropriated, or that. 

this place of Salomon proueth the ſame? This I deny 

to follow; and ( beſides thatreaſon it ſelfe euident- 

» Dialogye. ly diſcouereth as much) Mr, B, hinſelfe * - 
Wanere 


in ae/ente Of Pu One Arguments. 


where cutteth the very {inewes of his owne A4ro4- 
ment, where having obieed that Bread and 1V:ne 
are inthe Sacrament to holy wſes ſanttified, and yet we 
may recreate our ſelnes therewith z as allo that ſin: ng 
of Pſalmes is ſanttified to the praiſe of Gods Name, 
and yet with ſinging alſo we may recreate our ſclues, 
he anſwereth that choſe ends be not proper, thous! they 
be hely. So that allthis granted, yer is his 1//«ump- 
£c0p, by his owne grant, as far from being prouedas 
cuer it was. 

2. He chargeth me moſt vntruly to deny that 
the wſe of a Lot for ending of any Controner ſie ts no 
where inioyned in the word, either expreſly,or by tust 
conſequence. I ſay onely, that Salomonin that parti- 
cular place queitioned neither iniojneth that w/e of it, 
nor reſtraineth it thereunto. Which latter branch it 
is eſpecially, that MF. B. muſt oppole & diſproue,if 
he will from thence haueany proofe. But this is like 
<©the Argument that Bellarmine and ſome others vſe © ”*% Bella. 
to proue Caluinand Eraſmus, Arrians, becauſe they 79 © _ 
denie ſome places to be vnderſtood of Chri/ts Deity, Eraſmi ade. Ju 4 
out of which the {ime is ſuppoſed tobe confirmed © # —_— 
by others. Doth a man necelſfqrily ſay, Such a thing Fr 
cannot at all be proued out of Scripture; if he ſay, that Hunnimun in Catu, 
Out of this or that place it cannot be proued? * Caluin Me on 
holdeth degrees of glory in heanen; and yet denieth prefer. 
that © ſome places athrme ir, whichare yet alledged * Scripture decent 

. ; Aon egualem fore 
commonly tor the proofe of it. But whether either ,1.,;- mom in 
this or any other place of Scripture doe proue that <#!s. Calvia. inflir. 
the we of Lots # iniomned fer the ending of Controner- \3."55-S-10. 
fies, is nothing to the purpoſe, vrileiſeir be proued 1 cor1y.41, 
alſo that they reftraine it wholly thereunto, F ide Calc. coment, 
CG g 2 3 A if YEE UKEA, 
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nſwer to NI. B* "Reply 


3- A man if it weretothepurpoſe, might well 
make queſtion,whether the w/e of Lots to endcontre- 
wer ſies, be lo necellary as recreation is. Since many 
an one haue liued quietly enough, and done well 
enough without vie ofthe one, which no man liging 
can doe without the vſe of the other. 

4. Why doth M-.B.offer to ioine iſſue hereupon 
here, where it is nothing to the purpoſe, and not ra- 
ther accept of it before offred him,in the laſt of my 
Arguments, concerning other recreations, as Bonles, 
Cheſſe, &c. generally iultified, and ſome other ciu:ll 
a#1ons; bur (lily ſlincke by it there, as if no ſuch 
matter had ar all beene once mentioned? And I 


ol ee: .. wouldgladly yer hearewhatproote he would bring 
d bra Foun. out of Gods word for recreation by Bonles or Cheſſe, 


$ bibendomExPſes- or for wearing band and cuffs, ruffs or falls, andthe 


de-Dienyſio & Jug x 
Clans like. Here ir needeth nor : for I grantall he requi- 


2en8. de rit. Ecclef. reth 3. and doubt not but that ix ſome ſpeciall caſes, 
L2.c.36. 1naw%- thouph very few,s Lot & inionned neceffarily,& that 
Tn aide. by the word the (ame may be ſhewed. But M*. B. is 
tr. Bella. de very forward indeed to proue that that is not de- 
Ore] Lucien 4, nied : but thatthatis molt deniedyhe ſtill obtrudeth 
ALetor. Exi 732: VPON v$ without propfe, to wit, that God is ina Lot 
5 6 wo Yo? H preſent by his immediate prouidence. For that com- 
uw T 


5x a2 64 34 Methin allo hereagaine. Itisas the Croſſe withthe 
wm Papiſts; * nothing can be done withoutir. 


I. B. But ſuppoſe the oſe of 4 Lot be not (thus) inioqned; 
yet doth not Gods counſell (which me things ts a com- 
wandement, thongh it be ſaid of a mans counſel, that it 

i4 nocommanaement) ſanitifie it to be vſed to end con- 
sroxerfies.? This (1 thinke) will not be dgnied. 


1,1 


;n acferice of bu owne Arguments. 


r. If it will not, as indeed it is not : why doth 
. MF, B. keepe ſuch a coile aboutir ; as if it were de- 


nied, when it is not. Butthus Mr, B. as he ſaith of 


ſome, 5 loueth to be briefe in the maine point, and 
long (cuen to tediouſneſle) in by-matters. 

2. Whether differexce be or no betweene God's 
counſels and commanas,(the Apoltle ſeeming ® to al- 
low (ome things, which yet he would not adviſe, 
and nor abſoJutely to iniozne ſome things, which 
yet he wiſheth and aduiſethto) I ſtand not nowto 
diſpute. Sure I am, that he that advi/ſeth a man ra- 
ther co d/nide by Los, than tewaſte himlelfe at Law, 
doth not 7nigyze him thereby to d/uide by Lot, but 
onely to vic that courſe, or ſome other of like na- 
eure, (for it tieth him not to-that particular) where- 
by a quiet end may be had. 

- 3. Butto what end ſhould words be multiplied 
more abour this, when as it is acknowledged, whe- 
ther it be acounſell or 2 command, a permiſſion or in- 
ianttion.it is ſufhcient to ſantTifie Lots to that v/c?Y0 
that M*, B. need not haveſtrained himſelfeto vtter 
herein an vntruth, and then dilate vpon it with ſo- 
many &hetoricall amplifications, if he had not beene 
diſpoſed * ropicke 4 quarrell without cauſe. 
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Jugium facit ; ut quod nemini negari deheat, Calvin. in 1 Cor.7, (alibatys res ef indiffercns 4 Do- 
mino in lege nenini vel precepia tel probibita, ſed tantum omnibus permiſſa, 11 tits Tero rebas 


oy cundaxk, Hover LUAd. V « 


| Bot it is denied,That the w/e of a Lot isreſtrained to 
end controuer (ies, much leſſegreat quarrels onely ;, and 
= Gg3 ſanary 


indifferentibus imperizm quidem peremptorium jubens vel vetans, nullum ; at confiltum ear, con 
woditaie wel incommoditalem oftcndens, magnum & uſu & lucun babet. Morten. thid, i eyu- 


I.B. 
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ſaciry inſtances are ginen of vſing Lots to other ends 
than to end Controuerſies, But all thoſe Lots were ex- 


| fraordiniry. Therefore whereas in the beginning of this 


T, G. 


* Horc?? qued dic 
folet, A'geis 7% 
CT:<oay, + nit 
#544, HEyteridcs 
BPH SH1824- 


Anſwer, where he would finde fanit with mine Argu= 
ment,he [auth, That the w/e of Lots in play ts ener to 
determine ſome queſiton or controuerſie, though a light 
oz (it rs like) yet a queſtion or contronerſie truly ſo 
termed, otherwiſe it were no Lot. If he mcane a Lot 
tn general, then (with his fauour) he forgetteth him- 
ſelfe.in [ayine,Lets by him quoted were not to end con- 
trouerſies. 1f he ſpeake of & Lot in play, as being an or- 
dinari: Lot, then he faileth inindeement, In denying 
that the wiſe of ordinary Lots (whereof is the queſtion) 
#5 reſtrained to end controuerſies : and the inſtances 
which be gtueth being extraordinary Lots, are not to 
tne points 


r. Let it be obſerned, that MF. B. hath neuer a 
word hereto proue that that is denied, Its denied, 
as M'. B. himſclte here confeſlerh, that chat place, 
Prom. 18.18. doth reſtraine the w/e of Lots wholly to 
the ending of Controuerfies, lo that they may not in 
any other caſe be vied with good allowance. For 
this incite Icite ſome of thole that ſeeme to con- 
curre in opinion with MF, B. atleaſt in part, M*, 
Cartwri29t by name: Nor is there ought either in 
the Text or about ir,as I there plead,to inforce any 
ſuch thing-out of ir. * All which ME. B. ſliding by, 
and not offering by any Aroament to make good 
any ſuch thing out of the Text; pitcheth atlength 
yon ſome inſtances in the very taile of my diſ- 
courſe, pinen of Lots wherein no controuerſie was 80 
ve ended. His 


in defence of bus owne Arguments, 


His exceptions againſt them re two : 

I. That they were all extraordinary Lots; which 
yetis more than ot all he can make good. For how 
wiil he proue it to haue beene az extraordzuary Lo!, 
that was * ca{t vpon the ſcare g04t ? Bur ſuppole 
there could be no infiance giuen ot any Lot in Scrip- 
ture vied where no controerſie were. Would thar 
proue that the place of Salomop reſtraiutth it one!y 
to ſuch ? Nothing lefle: Nor doc I ofter to hazard 
my cauſe thereupon. My maine Anſwer, which [ 
relie vpon is this,that out of the Text ns ſuch reſtraint 
can be prouwed or produced : Not to ada, ſay | atter- 
ward, that Lots hane beene wed oft to other ends, gc. 
4s ſome alſo that in this point oppoſe vs, confeſſe. Br = 
{ides thar, it would be obſerued, that Mr, B. who 
hath ſo oftoffred ts argue from extraordinary to or- 
dinary Lots, yet can by no meanes here endure to 
heare of any ſuch arguing. He (hall doe well to 
remember that Ale giuen in both Zawes, * What is 
wot lawfull to the one party, neither is lawful to the> 
other. Though indeed neither doe I,as miy appeare, 
frame any Areament at all our of it. 

2. That by mine owne conteflion, if they be net 
to end controuerſies they are no Lots at al. But he ta- 
keth my words, as I haue ſhewed formerly, a little 
too ſhort. For | ſay not ſimply, controner/ie, but, 
queſtion or controuer jie,as he himſclte here citeth me; 
the former whereof is a terme more generali chan 
the latter, and eaſily falueth the ſeeming repug- 
nancy. 


Beſides the' ſubiett matter of an extraorainary Lot, 
betno 
" 
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ſach things remoned, which may cauſe or initly occaſion 
"-Mat't.$-2'. controwerfies. Therefore ® Chriit pany the 


nſwrer to M*. B*. Reply 
bring by Gods ſpecial direttion, if it be lawful ; thera 
may haply be po preſent contronerſie. Whereas the ſnbe 
rect matter of an ordinary Lot being ſomething queſts« 
oned betweene man and man, there may be 4 great cone 
trouerſic. 1 ſay, May be. For if it be well obſeraed, 
in an ordinary Lot there is not alwates a preſent contro« 
werſie tobe determined : But alwates ſome queſtion ts 
be decided to prenent a contronerſie. As may appeare 
by M*, Gs. owne words, partly here, where he ſauh, 
[ That there muit be ſome queition or controxer (ie, or 
elſe it is no Lot] but more entdently where he ſaith; that 
the Lot wſed by the Souldiers about Chriit his gare 
ments, which he truly calleth a ſerious diuiſorie Lot, 
was to prexent all contention axd ſtrife, p.1 76.0 17 7 
Such was the Lot alſo which was wſed about the Land 
of Promiſe , about which was xo preſent controxerſie. 
For God whe wonld haue no controuerſies, would haue 


Commanaement, Thee (halt not kill, forbiddeth words 
of prouocation. About which ordinary Lot, God, who 
knoweth how ordinary or common controuer fits, and 
the occaſions thereof be, gigeth directionin Prov. 18.18, 


Oh ® how plentifull Mr, B. can be where no 


us proofe needeth ! But ® keepe the horſe, as they ſay, 


home to the hedge, That Lots may be ſed alſo for the 
preuenting of controgerſies; (and that is more than 
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he bare ending of them: for * a thing cannot be ' Nevqureftvideri 
ended ere it be begun) M*. B. hath at large ſhewed WD Hes 986 
vs. Though I know nct by whar Logick he can ga- Reg. lur. Civ.208, 
therout of my words, thatit muſt needs euer be ci- 
therfor the one or the other ; becan/e 1/ay, it was for 
the one of themin the Lot ca#t pen Chriſis coat. But 
? whats all this tothe purpoſe? How doth all this » Ti mm orgs 
proue 4 reſtraint of Lottery to the deciding onely of Hons prom p _ 
ſome controuerſie ? which it may be M*, B. hoped 
that this long diſcourſe would haue put cleane ont 
of his Readers head. That, he told you, was de- _ 
nied; and that,not onely is not proued,but no aſlay 
of proofe made of it. For MF. B, in the whole en- 
ſuing diſcourſe giueth it cleane ouer, and ſpending 
many words about other by-mazters leaueth his Ar- , go; ,,,\, 
wment to {hift as well asit can tor it ſelfe. 4 18 s the ax3yue thorn, 
manner of theſe;ſaith the Heathen man, that maintaine " t*rns mu- 
a bad cauſe, that they deſire to dwell rather on any thing 1.516; - on 


than that that they ſhould deale in. 7 eesyuan. 
Arifiat, thet. h. 3.5. 


That which is ſaid of an ordinary Lot, may initlybe ** 1p 


al(s [aid of en Oath, that the wſe of it is ſanttified to 
end contronerſies by preſent determination, or preuen- 
tion. For, asit is true that Hebr. 6. 16. implieth, that 
God's oath to man i more inuiolable, than an Oath from 
man to man, whereof onely MF, G. taketh knowleage : 
ſo it ts true, that Heby. 6. 16, intimateth, That 45 an 
Oath, for confirmation, among men an end of all ſirife: 
ſo Gods Oath for confirmation of his promiſe ts Abra- 
ham, was to put the matter out of doubt,queition,or con- 
trouerſie, Elſe theſe words | An end of ſtrife] were 
$0 no purpoſe, Bus thas they were to the purpoſe by me 


Under "i 


I'S, 


M3 
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wxder ſtood, avpeareth in the two next verſes, where it 
i written, That God boun1 bimſelfe by oath, as to ſhew 
the flableneſſe of his counſell, ſo that the teires of pro- 
miſe might baue ſtrong conſolation. So that God's oath 
to Abraham tooke away doubting, queitionino, and all 
ſtrife that mizht be, not onely in Abrahams mainde, bat 
alſo in the windes of the hrires of promiſe. Therefore 
an Oath doth not onely end preſent controuerſies, accor- 
ding to Mr. Gf, underflanding, but confirming a pro- 
miſe or couenant, doth alſo end a ſtrife, though there be 
none preſent, when the Oath us ginen, to wit, by pre» 
nention. 


I wil notſtand(leſt I either ſeeme too contentious, 
or proue ouer-tedious)to ſrame ſuch exceptions,as 
well I might, againſtdiuers particulars of this dif- 
courſe, built mainely vpon a meere equzwocation : 
Nor to preſſe anew the 0aths taken vinally at ex- 
trance znto office : Onely I demand, how all this pro- 
veth, that the 4poſiles purpoſe there u tolimit the 
w/e of an Oath, and to reſtraine it wholy to ſuch an 
end, Which though it were alſo granted,as it neuer 
can be proued, yer it leaueth that place of the Pro- 
werbs (till as free as before. Bur M-. B. hath forgot- 
ren, it ſeemeth, what he was toproue out of it. 


Now let ws ſomewhat conſider M*. Gf, purpoſe in 
putting into the Aſſumption theſe words, | 1u matters 
of weight } Forſooth, by denying the ſame, to make 
way for light matters , and conſequently for playing 
with Lots. Becauſe (as he ſaith, p. 139.) they beif 
agree with the nature of Lots, that 6, with uncertaine 
hazard, A 


PFY 


in aeJence Of Nis Owne Arfuments. 
r 4 witty may, they ſay, can ſoone finde 4 fault, 
where none #©, Why I put or required thole words 
to be put into M*. Bs. 4/ſſump1on, I rendera reaſon 
in his dueplace ; to wit, becauſe without them the 
Concluſion could not haue gone currant againſt a /u- 
ſorie Lot, Now Mr. B. it any man can be {o filly 
and ſenſlefle as to belecue him, telleth vs,that I did 
it to make way for light matters, and conſequently for 
playing with Lots. God hath ſanctified Lots to apro- 
per end, viz. to ewd controuerſies; (aith MF, B. in ge- 
nerall, ] wiſh himto put in, leſt his Conclu/con elſe 
 againit luſorious Lots come [hort, in weighty mat- 
ters, Whether this be to make way forthe bringing 
of them in, or the ſhutting of them our, let * any 
tudgethat hath but common ſenſe onely.He might 
as well haue ſaid, that M*. Perkzns put inthe word 
great for the ſame purpole, when in the place cited 
there in my margine,he ſaith, © The proper w/e of Lots 
& to decide great contronerfies. But belike Mr, B. had 
no other way tohooke that in here, that he is now 


falling foule on. 
Sarely if MF. G. had acknowledged Gods ſpecial 


preſence by bis immeatate prouidence in 4 Lot, as be- 
ing 4 Lot ordained by God to end controuerſies, he_ 
would net haue ſo written, but deemed weighty mat- 
ters bet aprecing with the nature of a Lot. 


I beleeue M-. B.that if I beleeued as he doth, (for 
T hope he thinketh as he writeth) I ſhould beleeue 
otherwiſe than I doe. But theſe coleworts come lo 


oft in ill, that I feare there is the leſſe /avonr for 
; Hh 2 them 


T. &. 


r Apo; Avup To | 
22x47 3% afeuTroy j} 
aiTnogpT, HONer. li 


Oapſſ.v. 


f Kal mdf ap 
Apolion, 


t Perkins gold. 
Chainc,chap. 28, 
on Precept. z. 


I. B, 


T. 6. 


I.'B. 


T. 0, 
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Gen. 6. 4. 
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| Prov. 18,18, 


Anſwer to IVI'., D*. Ret 


them in this his tedious diſcourſe, which yet he pro- 
miſled vs ſhould haue the more ſawour in it for the 
length of it. 

He mult proue, he muſt proue this 1s 1mmediate 
pronidence and imaginarie ſpeciall preſence , before 
he controll others either tor nor admitting of it, 
or not ooſeruing what would neceſlarily enſue 
ypon 1t. ; 

But why was he otfended with me for putting 
thatinto his 4/urption, that he himlelte, as appea; 
reth here, would haue therein maintained ? | 


It is true, that a matter of leſſe weight is it ſelfe, 
may be the ſubielt matter of 4 contronerſie, as 4 con- 
troucrſie may be among men, as well meane, as mighty 
7n their eſtate, as MF. G. here ſatth, p. 137. For by 
mighty men (2s in Gen. 6.4. ſo) in Prou. 18. 18. are 
meat men ſtrong in affections, ſo as the controuer ſie 
eaunot be weil ended without a Lot, whether the ſub- 
ze:t matter of the Controuerjie be of more or leſſe_ 
weight in it ſelfe, ſo as there s a neceſſtie that oae or 
both parties be ſatisfied, For otherwiſe there may be 
a 2reat quarr-it about a matter of leſſe weicht, Net 'ver 
ave 1 ſay, that enely great quarrels are tobe ended, or 
preuented by a Lot, as MF. G, denzeth wot, bit ſome 
may. For (us he ſaith truly, p.173.) God ſpeaketh in 
Prou.i 8.18. of contentions in gentrall, 


1. Not to queſtion the expoſition of the word 
mizhty here and Gen. 6. 4. (atoeit the word be * not 
the ſamealſoin ether) which yec I beleeue MF. B. is 
notable to make good, All granted that is here bd, 
| ow 


intefence of hzowne Arguments. 


how doth it hence appeare, that the w/e of Lots 5s + 


in that place of the Prowerbs reſtrained toſuch quarrels 
- or controuerfies, as Mr. B, here ſpeaketh of? Or how 
appeareth ic hence, that for ſome ſiniſter end I put 
inthoſe words ? | 

2. [f any Controuerſies but werzhty,may by a Lot 
be decided; how holderh the compariſon betweene 
£ Lot and 413 Oath, both by himſelte, and by thoſe 
that herein concurre with him, ſo oft vied and vr- 
ged, torthe excluding off from light marters the vſe 
eq-ally of either ? h 


% 


Here then we may entey into further conſideration 
of that which M', G. writeth,p. 13 5. to wit, That by 
the force of our diſcourſe againit playing with a Lot, 
the onely lawfall oſe is condemned, and an oulawfull 
w/e ts allowed in the roome thereof, What is that onely 
w/e of a Lot ? Tcan finde none other than the putting 
of that t04:Lot which he calleth, (þ. 130.) 4 matter 
of meere inaifferencge, that is, Such as is wot material, 
whether a man doe or omit. Howſoeuer there may be 4 
lawfull uſe of a Lot about ſuch a mattey queitioned, to 
determine, or preuent a Controgerſie, yet 1 wonder 
that Mr,G. deemeth that onely lawfull. 


Mr. B. is like coildren, that are willing rather to. 


goe 2ny whither than ro come home. Bur it is our 
taske now to follow him; and to tread in his ſteps. 
What I there ſay therefore, I ſtand ſtill varo. And 
I maruell as much ar MF, B. that he ſhould once 
imagine that a man may ſafely put any other mat- 
ter then is here ſpecified,to the haJ ard of « Los. For 
| Hh 3 may 


I. B. f 


T.G. 


Anſwer tro MW. B*. Kepiy 
ittothe hazard of 4 Zot, * whether 
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z Non 1u{4 quidews may a man 


» © #'% _ £ 
Iuite vel admittar.- he {hall = omir ſome neceſlary duty, Inoys. 


tkr Tel omittantuy: 


j.ſſa vers non f1e ned him of God, or commit onght that is naughe 


pa regigattir, and euiil, If he may neither. of thoſe, there is no- _ 


BOX j#1 ) . . . 
- (b neBry 5a thing left for 4 Lot ro deale but ſuch things as are in- 


de preceps. & 46:- difter ent, and may conſequently be either done or 
Ken]: omitted. 


I. B,  Doth he not grant p.91.that Prater may beconceined 
zn weiohty matters, as in the choiſe of a Magiſtrate, 


which is not a matter of meere ind:fferency, that ſuc 


as ts not materiall whether it be done or omitted. 


T. G. And inthe choiſe of a Magiſtrate, if there appeere 
a materiall difference betweene party and party, in 
regard whereof it may bee of conſequence whe- 
ther the one haue the offxce or the other,it is not law- 
full to pur it to the hazard of 4 Lot, vnleſle ſome 
far greater inconuenienceenforceit. Which when 
it ſhall ſo doe, it may be lawfull :o emtreat God ſots 
direct the Lot,chat the miſchiefe may not enſue ; but 
yet there is n94//arance (itis butas prayer for other 
temporall things ) that the Lot ſhall be ſo dzrefFed. For 
whither the choiſe of a Magiſtrate be a matter of meere 
tndifferency or no, is no whit tothe purpole. Ir 1s 
not Maziſtracyit ſelfe thatis put to the Lot, in ſuch 
caſes, whether men ſhall line without it or no, but 
that preſumed that Magi/tracy muſt be maintained, 
and Mugifirates conſequently defigned, whether 
this man or that man ſhall haue the place, which.if 
they be both alike fit for, it isa thing indiffcrent,and 


not matetiall at all, whether of them haueir. f 
Dy 


i101 


\ 


in defence of his owne Arruments. 


Dzd God ſpecially appoint Lotsto be wſed abort only 
matters of weight ? and muſt man ſo farre ſwerne 


from Gods example as to ftrine onely abuut matters of 


ſuch indifferencie, and then toput onely ſuchcontroner- 
ted tothe determination of 4 Lot ? 


Mr, B*. Rhetoricke will not ſo carry it. What men 
may ſtrive or not firiue about is not now to bee 
diſcuſſed (and yet who dare,condemne [u/orie coz- 
tronerſies 3 or what ſirifes in themſelues are more 
harmeleſle than they are?) nor what one mans ini- 


quitie may enforce another to put to the hazard of 


4 Lot. But in all controverſies bce the marter in 
ueſtion of more or lefſe weight, the more _— 
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T. G, 


wheily 
, 


things are reduced vnto oneither (ide, the leſſe ma- 


teriall it is which way the Lot goeth ; and the leſ/e 
materzall it s which way the Lot coeth,the lefſe dan- 


ger of wrong or inconuenience; and conſequently 


the lawfuller the Lot. Let Mr. B, lay afide his Rhe- 
vor icall amplifications, and anſwer this Argument. 


So that I doubt not, but thi with ſound indeement, 
and a cleare conſcience not accuſing me of not duly re- 
ſpeiting theſpeciall pronidence of God by his immediate 
diſpoſing of a Lot, I may affirme, That the more weioh- 
it: the ſubiect matter of a controucnſie is, the more in- 
ſtiftable is the Controwerſie : and be that matter of more 
or leſſe weight, the greater the neceſſuie of ending 4 
Comtronerſie is, the more inſlifiable ts the wſe of a 
Lot. Is not then playing with a Lot an irrelizions abu- 
fing of Gods ordinance ? 


Ir 


[ 


24.0 Anſwer to M*. B*, Reply 


T. G. Itisthe manner of #44 pleaders ? when profes 
7 Probctionibus de- faile them to fall to proteſizng. And it is reported 
| mai to be the guiſe of yourpreaching Friers, when they 
* know nothow to confute our doftine, to aſſure 

their hearers pon their ſaluation that it is hereſie. 

Mr. B, methinkes ſhould doe otherwiſe. I ſay no- 

thing in this pointe without reaſon; which Mr, B, 

muſt refute, if he will haue me alter my judgement. 

Burif it may be had with proteſtations, M*, B, will 

not miſle of it. Which when he hath thus ſolemn- 

ly made, grounded ſtill vpon a falſe ſuppoſall, 

( which vnleſſe you grant him, all is gone, ) he then 

demandeth, 1s not then playing with a Lot an irreli. 

grows abuſe ? Why lo? whatis the reaſon? Becauſe 

+ Pali cura paleas MF, B. # perſwaded fo as he ſaith. All This * wind 
non triticum ex 4- pill ſhake but little corne, ſave with ſuch, if there be 
reaperg- 55 any,that haue pinned their faich vypon M-.Bs, ſleeue, 
z Veritas docendo and muſt depend vpon his perſwaſions. Ir is the 
ſuadct;u [2de7- property of * truth, faith one, not te infiract by per- 


adv.Yalen, ſwadine, but by inſirudting to perſwade. 


IL. B. But, (ſaith M. G. glad of any thing to plead for 
playing with a Lot ) The wſe of 4 Lot in play is euer 
to decide ſome queſtion or controuerſie truly ſo termed. 
If ſo, then he might haze called it a ſerious Lot accor- 
ding to his doctrine, the lightneſſe of the ſubietF mat- 

T.G, ter controxerted notwithſtanding, 
a 'Qarep of Are [- 
777%, vip M-r.G. is not fo glad of any thing to pleade for 
none ns. playing with 4 Los, as M*.B. is * glad to lay held on 
mz xph acer, cl any ching to be girding at M*. G, whata filly toy hath 


Tt 7uiznid. Greg. » RY , : 
Nate pace 3, | he tound here to caſt in his diſh, that if any ow 
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or controuerfie be by a Iuſorious Lot decided, it may be Nil 
by Mr, G*. dottrine termed 4 ſerious Lot. If you aske 
how ; you may goe leeke, But ſappole it were fo, 
(as kecannot, I know, make good,) what then ? 


2” or = 
-_ - 4 
> — -— 
— 


Bus where about is that controgerfic ? M',G, inhis JB, 

written Anſwer to my Dialogue before mentioned 
ſaith z The controxerſie tendeth ro viitorie, which till it 

be decided, there ts aContronerſie, though a light one, 

yet a Contronerfie truly ſo termed, But is that truly or 

worthily to be called a vidtory,which falleth out by hap- 

hazzard ( according to M', G*. eſteeming 4 Lot ) with. : 
our any deſert? but (ſay T1) 1511 not a tempting of " 
God to put him by his immeatate prouidence in diſpoſing 

the Lot, to humonr ( I ſay not, honour ) ſome of the 

waine-ploriom fooles with ſuppoſed viftory, who make 

a pretended controuerſie thereabout, whereas ( before 

they entended ſo to play with a Lot ) there was none 

inaced? 15th a contronerſie iraly [0 tearmed ? Inced 


ſay no more, | 


No : you haue faid, though »or exough, becauſe T. G. 
» nothing at all tothe point, not one zt:le to make * '\neg/iirvar 
your Argument good, orto proue the maine matter Tan, -» 
denied in it; yer a grea: deale © too mach; becauſe ſo Fortuna wultis dat 
much cleane beſide the matter. And here nothing _ rulls [als, 
but ynſ2uoury ſtuffe, vnworthy tobe anſwered, 


Youtell here of Mr, G5, writing, which you ne- 
uer returned any anſwer to. Why picke you this 
aloneout of it, letting paſſe many other things in 
it of more moment ſtill vnanſwered ? 


But what is the fault here I maruell, that hath 
| _ 2 moued 
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Inſwer to VIf, D*. Reply 


moued Mr, Bs, cholterthus much ? 7 ay, forſooth 
there is 13 ply a contronerſic, and that it tendeth to 
vitory. And 1s itnotloin all pames and ſports ordi- 
narity 2 Ocdoth not © common vle of ſpeech con- 
firme as muci ? matter of deſert, 1 thinke, is not vſu- 
ally much reſpeRed zz play. Yetin thole Games that 
MF. B. condemneth there is © w/e of wit and Artto 
in managing what the Chance affordeth. I mighe 
adde that there 15 #2 Game queſtion, and controuerſie 
alſo, if with MF. Bs. leaue 1 may ſo ſpeake, whether 
of the two ſhall leade, and who ſhall ioyne either 
with other, either of which in ſome caſes may well 
be termed 4 controxerſie, though ittend not direRly 
vnto victory, and which by Lot alſo isand may be 
law tully decided, for ought Mr. B. hath hithercoto 
the contrary diſcouered. 

But what kinde of comtronerſie or vifory ſoener 
it be, that is in Game and dtport, muſt they needs all 
be ſtiled v1inc2loriows fooles, that in game ſtriue, as 
we ay, who (hall beateither other. This ſauoureth 
roo much of ſapercilzons (for I will not ſay ſuper/ti- 
tio:ss) either Stoici/rne or Phariſaiſme. 

Bur his reaſon hereof is worth all : for that is ir 
that is all inall with MF, B. which if you once de- 
barre htm of, * heis 5 mute 254 Fiſh, and ſtanderh 
ſtone ſtiil, as 3 one at his wits end. It is 4 templing of 
God, by putting him to dijpoſe the Lot by his immediate 


proutaence, and thereby to humour ſuch waine-glorious 


fooles. Thisis the ® bead and foot of all, the perpe- 


tuall burden of Mr. Bs. ſong, which if you grant 


him, he is able to proue all thateuer he would : bur 
if itgoe, * allis gone withit, 


The 


1n deferice of bu owne Arguments, 24: 


T he fourth Argument. 


Hat which there is neither preceft for, nor prattiſe 
of in Gods word, general or ſpecrall, expreſſe or im- 
plyed, that there is no warrant for in the Word. 

Bat ſuch s thewſe of Lots ingame : for we reade T1.B. 
wot in Scripture that Lots were wſed but in ſerious Dialogue, 
matters onely, both by Iewes and Gentiles: > neither Ground 1. 
# there any warrant in the Word for the ludicrous wſe * Eaftic hiſt. of 

: | : Golp. Real. 2, 
of them by precept, or practiſe,generall or ſbeciall , ex- **? 
preſſe or implyed. 
There i no warrant therefare for luſorie Lots in Gods 
word : and ſo conſequently they are vawatrantable. 


This 1s like Ambroſes argument againſt merry T. G. Anſw. 
teſts; © Wereade nothing of themin Scripture : there= Of Lots,chap, 
fore they are not to be allowed. Which yet is no 7. Sed.16. 


good kinde of reaſoning. The conſequence of his I” vidextur 
agg 2 olT + | 
Emthymem, and the Propoſition I:kewiſe of their ned or 


Syllogiſme is vnſound.. fliana regula ſint 


For firſt an Argument holdeth indeed irom the. as Prod 
negatiue in matter of Faith, but not in tmatrer of eur, quemads 


Fa&: as to ſay, © ſucha thing is not cxprefſed or dun ca debeant, 


p , a - (ul 17. /IGiV0ls 
revealed inthe word, therefore it 15 nv matter of Ltd hos u 


| | d Iichr.1.4,5. 
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24.4. Anſwer to M-. B*. Reply 


Faith, nor ſuch as a manis necef{irily bound to be- 
« Scriptura #u1ta leeue : but notto ſay, © ſuch a thing is not mentio- 
- rqpnk Inyo ned or related in Scripture, therefore ic was not 
Auz de nat.&> 2rat. done, or-it neuer was: as forexample, * Cain hath 
coutr. Pezg,6-37: but one lonne mentioned by Moſes, therefore he 
{at ©. had no more ſonnes or children but him. Much 
f Gn.4.17, lefſe may a man reaſon 8 from matter of Fa& to 
s 4/460 ad 7"* marrer of Right, as to ſay, ſuchor ſuch athing we 
& 704 ſiert ad aun | 
_ neuer reade in the word to haue beene done, and 
therefore it may not be done. For how many things 
are there whereof there is no example in Gods 
word, and yet the vſeof them is generally allowed 
as lawfull and good ? Many things there are where= 
of no precedent of the vſeofthem but in ſome one 
kinde onely, which yer may be vſed alſo vnto 0- 
thers. No vie of butter recorded in the word but 
for food onely : may it not therefore be vicd alſo 
for phylicke? Yea many things there are of ordina- 
rie vie, whereof there 1s no mention at all in Gods 
word, which yet all generally allow: as ſugar for 
ſweetning, printing of books, ſhooting in.gguns,and 
the like, which all by this argument are vtterly con= 
demned ; or if they be juſtified, then the grounds 
of it faile. 
» Pulntas Deidi- Secondly,an Aftion may have * warrant ſuffici- 
citar preceptio,pro- ent by permiſhon without precepr or praCtiſe.. For 


bibuio, confilium i i 
camel. © Lewd. where God hath not limited the vie of any Creature 


ſe. ,1.4,45.6, Or ordinance, there he hath leit the -vſe of it free, 
: Where he hath not determined the circumſtances 
of any a&ion, there whathe hath not prohibited, 

that hath he permitted,and that is warrant ſufficient 

for ir. .Where therdore circumſtances are deter- 

5 mined, . 


oct anne ws 0 


w-- Hl wy _ ne . ws, * 


tn defence of hu owne IrOuments, 


mined, theargument holideth from the negatiue to 
make that vawarrantable,that is not either expreſly 
or by good conſequence inioyned. But where they 
are not determined, the argumentis ſtrong enough 
from the negatiue to proue that warrantuble that 1s 
nor either expreſly or by iult conſequence prohi- 
biced. 

For this cauſe in the point of Gods worſhip the 
argument holdeth '! trom the negatiue for the ſub- 
ſtance of jt, becauſe* God hath cetermined it. Bur 
11 ciuill aftaires ic will not hc14 from the negatiue to 
diſallow ought ;. becauſe God hath not {o determi- 
ned them. . Elſe what warrant is there for boules, 
for tennis, for foor-ball,tor chelle,&c, which yetno 
man diſallowerh ? Let one example ſerue for all ro 
{hew the weakneſle of this kinde of arguing. There 
neither precept, nar practiſe, (* at lealt allowed or 
allowable) of cating bloud in Scripture : therefore a 
2048 1149 not eat a blacke puddins. In which conclu- 
ſion I aſlure my ſelfe theſe Authors will not accord 
with the Familits and new SecZarizs, And yer may 
they ſay more againſt the one, than theſe can any 
of them againſt the other. Forthe one is found ex- 


preſly forbidden borh in the old and new Teſta 


ment both ® before the Law, * vnderthe Law, ang 
® after the Law, (co omit what * ſundry of the An- 


245 


i 1e7.7.31.09 19.5, 

Colsff.2.2.2.,23. 
« Dcul.12,30,31, 
3w, 
| 1 Sam,14.31,to 
35» 

m Gea. 9.4. 

n Liv. 7.26,97.09 
17. 10,1015. 
PCi:!, 12. 16, 23, 
24,25, © 15.23. 

o A(4.15.290,29, 
P "'AmiXt3 Oh 
ALY) HUT Ef-n 
ts ).9Iv wy x) TD 
(47 * jo #) 
Tis VXAQL  V4vo-, 
(4947470 Tus 23 
7g 10's £YNKIS. 
Ciem. conjlii, apoit, 
[.6.C.12, tins 67« 
99m F On80 
Eres b digs - 
Or euyy wit 
&v 21/27 Sy ns 
LT, i THOIQ)G'= 
Ty 4 Synouatoy, 
7 Ihtpeitty* TY78 
W 6 rout en 
Ty, H *) Aul;06 
a , &2:0% EO, 


-"% C7781 Apull. 62, 
\ 2 ( 
SH TITIWTYS KL4Ts 


© S 1ST y 
3 Ga II on 
GT Ep 5 «A Sz 
7 nts xNa4mWe 
TYU5 USY616 Fidwun 


Aca4relaty x) TY & $749 clpueTol, $t4 middy 15dz\n 3 04 C, ©e35 7 0: ,AG7 £m 
paxtlZa. Greg. Nax, ce paſch, In Chrif!s omnia reuormntur ad initium, Ec. ciborum libe tas, 
ſanguinss ſolius avſtineatia, (cut ab milio fiti. TerticH.de nonogam. Sacra Scriptura nebis precipit, 
ut abftincamns @ ſangume & ſuffecato : mer. 9 tytur demadimnus £05 qutt wwinſeungue ailittalis (att 
guinem arie aliqua condizat, & ſic comedunt. Dut boe f£ecrit, Cltricus deponatur, Laichs exiome 


municetur. Synod.6.cax.67. Dui ſuffecatum ant ſanguinem manducarit, biberitve, 40, 


ieat, Greg. 3- Penilients 6.29, 


It 2 


cients 


des [a_s | 


Inſwer to ME. D*, Reply 


cients haue held of it) but the other no where in nei- 
ther. And if 1 Chriſtian liberty notwithſtanding 


bought with the bloud of Chriit, give Gods chil- 


Act. IO.13, 143 
I5. 
Film, 14.14. 
'Til.l.15. 


I. B. 
Reply. 


Ti 6G. 
Rewind, 


dren a free vie of the one, how much more then of 
the other. It" itlooſe.them there,where they were - 
bound before; ſure ir bindeth them not there, 
where they were free before. 


Mr. G. in his booke ſheweth many inſtances of Lots 
ſed bath by Tewes and Gentiles, and all in ſerious mat= 
ters. Which intimateth to me, that they by the light 
not onely of the word, but of Nature too diſcerned that 
Lots are tobe wſed onely in ſerious matters. O let ws 
take heed how we put out ſo great light, 


True : out of the word I relate many inſtances of 
Lets wſed in ſerious matters both by Tewes and Gen- 
tilzs : nor doel finde any luſorious Lots mentioned 
there to haue beene vſed by either. Gods word dea- 


. I:th moſt with /erio%s, not with [uſorious affarres. 


G Of Lots,Chap. 
be. Sc, 1. CE Zo 


Nor doth the Spiris of God bullet ſelfe to tell ys 
what /orts and paſiimes men did viein thoſe daies. 
But gothit follow therfore that 69th lewes 7> Gentiles 
aid ty the lizht both of Gods word and Nature diſcerne 
that they might not be vſed in any other atfaires 
than ſuch? Nothing lefſe. For what an infinite 
number of examplesarethere, ! whereof not a few 
Mr, B, might haue found alſo in my Booke, of Lots 
ſed in ſport aud recreation, whereof in that regard 
neither /ew nor Gent/le that Mr, B. can thew, euer 
made ſcruple? Which doth euidently raiher infer; 
the contrary to that that Mr, B, here athemeth, Bue” 


0 


in defence of his owne Arguments. 


to quit Mr. Bs, cloſe, If a man ſhould fay to M-. B. 
We reade of many garments is Scriptures wſed both by 
lewes and Gentiles: But we rerde of none that cuer 
wore band or cuffs ; which intimateth tome, that it 1: 
by the light both of Gods wordand Natnre teo, difcer 
ed that ſach are not tobe worne : O takeheed, Mr, B. 
how you neelett this light, and doe that that you hauens 
warrant for, in wearing ſuch. I ſuppoſe that euen 
Mr, B. himſelte would deeme him to be ridiculous, 
that ſhould ſo argue. I ſay nothing more,but leaue 
the application either to MF, B. himſelfe or any 
other.- Onely I adde, that there is ® nothins more 


wn/auoury than to trifle fo ſeriouſly. 


But let ws confider his anſwer, which is onely to the 
Propoſition.though 1 hane already confuted many pri 


fipall parts thereof. 


He may doe well to ſhew what parts and where. 
For I know not, for my part,what he hath as yet ei- 
ther confuted or confirmed, 

Yet alittle, by his leaue,to the 4//arption;thouph 
not his, yer Mr. Eaſ{zes, toyned here with his ; and 
by him acknowledged : Iris this in cfiet ; There 7; 


not «ny warrant in the word for the ludicrous w/e of 


Lots either by precept or praiſe, oeneraitor ſpcciall,ex- 
preſſedor implied. Now it we beleeue M'. B.this is 
a very preſumptuors Aſſertion, and ſuch as vo man 
may awow, vnleſſe he had a memorie able to containe > 
enery ſentence of Scripture, and an underſtanding -ſo 
abſolute, 2s to know exery conſequent that might be 


deduced and adrawne from each of them, Andth _ 
| ore 


vr | 


b Mare oonatu 

magnas nunas age- 
re. I1l,Scal. de ſub- 
til It triſles mep- 
t75,ut Ceo uS, £0- 
que mags ridicalas, 
babere, ut Sen. ep. 
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Anſwer ro M*, B*. Reply 


fore M*, E. or MF. B. oughtto haue faid, There # xs 


ſuch warrant, by precept or pradtiſe, ſo far 0s 1 know, 


or to my beif remembrance. And thus nvght M*, G, 
with a knife lent him by Mr.B. cut aſuwder this © Gor- 
atans knot, to vie Mc, Be. words, and (o let the deni- 
all of the Propoſirzon alone. But we will not take all 
aduantapes that MF. B*, offers may afford. 

In my Dialogue, to ſhew that the Spirit ſometime 
reaſoneth from 4 matter of fatt to a matter of right 
neeatinely, 1 quote theſe Scriptures, 10h. 8. 39, 40. 
1 Cor.1.16. Tie woras of the former are theſe 
Tee goe avout to kill me, a man that hath told you the 
truth : This did not Abraham. The Argument this : 
Abraham did not kill any that told bim the truth : 
Therefore yee ought mot to goe about to kill mee , if 
yee would be the ſonnes of Abraham, Thu 6 Chriſts 
Leaick, wherewith I dare finde no fault.Neither doth 
Mr, G. For he ſaith nothing toit, becauſe the Printer 
putteth for verſe. 40. the 48. verſ. wherewith Mr, G, 
maketh paſtime, But 1 will let paſſe time now to take 


farther kxowledge of ts. 


MF, B*. Propoſition in truth is this : That whzch 
therc is no example of in God's word ts not warrantaile 
by zt. This to make good, ke ſerterh againſt his frr/f 
ground inthe margent, a quotation of thoſe two pla- 
ces. The Printer, it ſeermeth, had miſprinted the 
one, and Girefted me to a wrong place, where fin- 
ding nothing that caried any the leaſt ſemblance of 
cor:jirmation for the Point propounded,it may be, I 
ſay, that * 9p: eſt Delio natatore,to fetch ought our 
ot thoſe words ; or that Iam no © 0caipre to afloile 
Mr. Bs, riddle, or ſome ſuch like, (for I have no 

cople 


— 


in defence of hr owne Arguments. 


copienow by me of that writing, nor had Mr, B, (I 
willnotſay,the honeſtie,but) that care of his word, 
that he ſhould haue had; to returne me either ax- 


ſwer, or it againe) and that is all ce paſtipe that 
MF. B. here ſaith, I make with it. He ſhould haue 
done well to haue ſet downe my words, whereby 
it might haue appeared, whether I had vied any 
other termes therein, than might well ftand with 
due reverence and regard to him. In which kinde, 
whether either in chat writing, or in wy Booke, after 
it publiſhed, I haue beene faulty, I appeale to any 
that haue ſeenethe one, and to all that may, if they 
will, take a view of the other, _ 

But for the thing it ſelfe, how I ſhould haue 
knowne what it was that was intended, vnlefle it 
were by * divination; or how ſhould Hhaue anſwe- «© OY wine ut 
red it, before I knew what was intended, vnleſle it 79a7319ra: 07+ 
had beene by prophecie, (as be ſaid ſomerime that ;,* an, aig 1 
$ a proclamation was penned) I know not. But M*,B. vinus. Martial. 
dealeth herein as Bellarmzye is wont, who when he COOE _=-_ 
hath produced a teſtimonie out of ſomexew-found, ;. bs = 
and it may be wew-coined Author , that hath not Moretory. 
beene long abroad ; and thoſe he dealeth with, it is 
like, neuer ſo much as once heard of; * awd to this, * 4d hee teflime- 
ſaith he, che Heretikes gine no anſwer at all, But now 7 "1% Pie pu 
we know whatit is that Mr, B. would haue, he ſhall 1. repordere ali 
not be long without an 4»ſwer, Where to omit that 94idpoſſunt.Bellar. 
Mr. B, ſpeaketh; as if our Sauiour Cx « 1 sT had a THis 
Logick by himſelfe, or would either here or elſe- 
whereteach vs anew Logick, or another Logick, than 
I fay not Ariſtotle the Heathen, but Rams and other 
Chriſtian Logicians haue taught: when as indeed he | 

E K k wrongeth : 


: Toh 14.6. 


x Piſcatel# 19451,9 5 


: Od en'm1 pe- 
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02tr OrfCrimms 
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Pxtrancts Abſcerncie 
wparict E'us tits, 
Calvin 1n 19.11,8. 


Bs, 


Anſwer 0 Dy 


wrongeth our Sauiour in deducing from his words 
that which they will not beare, yea if they:hould 
beare, he that is* Truth ir ſeife, thould becontrary 
to himſelte. Our Santour, as it is apparent, reaſo- 
neth on this manner ; They that doe ſuch wicked 
works as Abraham neuer did, nor would ener hane 
done, (tor enen this alſo Mr. B. himſelfe hereafter 
acknowkdgeth to be intimated ; which if it had 
here bcenementioned, would haue marred all) ſhew 
themſclnes ts be ſuch as are no children of Abraham : 
Bnt you ave {ſuch wicked works as Abraham aeuer 
aid, ror would ener haut done : for you offer to kill me 
-” telling the truth : which Abraham would not hage 
one : 

- Therefore you ſhew your ſelues thereby to. be none 
of bis clilaren. SO Piſcator analyſingand ces 
ting the place: 

E7pe Lord thus coninceth them from their diner; 
[is of yer were Abrahams ſonnes, you would doe dbra- 

nams works ; that ts, ſuch as be did, town, £094. 

But you doe not Abrahams works, that is, ſuch #s he 
aid, towit, good : and Tinſkance in one, fer you ſeeke to 
Play me that haue deſerued well of you. 

Terefore you are not Abrahams ſonnes. 
And itis well obſerued by Calatn,that not all things 
{imply that Abraham did or did not, but ! thoſe fer 
which he is ſpecially commenaed,are notes to diſtim3ui(7; 
the children of Abraham from others. Now oblerue 
bur, I befeech you, what abſurd, if not Zogick, yet 
dedwTions and, conſequentes MF, B,would faſten vp- 
on our S$auiour. For if this place help2 M-. Bs. 
cauſe, or doe proue that a man may reaſon in the 

point 


if/3 4 BAPATE 77 HH OW, ATP ENTS, 
point now con monks + from watter.: of fuck to 


#aitdr of right; thipmuaſtbache.drouwent : 
That which Abraham did not, no Chviitian math 
may doe : 
1: Bus. 14brehans:nenes. Pleied. A647 5,.07 Abraban.. 
newer oſcd.u fportrag Fab 9 4g TL 
| Thergfore:ne Chreſtan waninay dec cither, 
Or pur. we ſome other Af umpeins- to the farmer 
om = 
But raw ware nediiitbler antes "IF 
Or, fraham wore wot bands and'\cnffs; 
or, Abrabhamneaer walkt. Londop ſtreets, hs... 
Therefore no Chriftian man ma ) age any 
of theſe. 
Yeato goe a little further : if we » lhoul ſtretch, as 
M=.:B.doch, thewords of Qui Saujour, we might 
thus reafon':: :.-. 
They that doe wet xs alcaham dion ene of. Abt de 
 hamichlilares: +. 11 4: ) « Wore 4 4 
 Butthenthat denic not their ies dot pot Abt 
OY TR 
i Therefore they that deny ys their Wines, are _ 
Abrahams children. 0.0 i nt lt 
Nov is this i; controll cnvnfeereSg 'e&, but. to 
ſhew, what.manner of. Logiek Me. B. oo Either 
teach our Sauinnr, or make vs.bekkeuethatour Saui- 
ourvfed: ina word here: isthe Pproofe of Mr, Br. 


Propofaips i M04. 69 CIERIFILONS 
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* Geneſ. 12.1318, 
& 20.235, 


a 


Our! Saziour proucth the Jexies wot tobe the childres 


' 'of Abraham, becauſe they would hane kilied him, 

"which Abraham did not 5'. :; + 
yas whatſoeger there is ns exemple for in 
K k 2 Gods 


252 . ANJWer 10 INE. D®. 1NeDy Þ 


Gods word, ts U8warrantable. GER: abs. 
But let vs ſee whether his next. quotation ſtand hiny 
in any better ſeed, > i= 


I. B, of theother quotationthe words betheſe : We baue 
Bo cuſtome, nor the Charches of God. Dk AS 
The conſequent implied is : Therefore women, ought 
not to pray oncouered. Hereunto MF. G. anſwereth 
indeed, but ſo, that he doth not deny that Paul argueth 
weoatinely from a noatter of fact to a matter of 'raqht : 
which is all that T intended by the quotation z.and not,to 
imagine this Argument,The Churches of God aud faith- 
fall men doe not oſe Lots in gaming, Therefore ſuch 
gaming s wonlawfull. Ts 


T. 6, M*, B. would make his Reader belecuc here that 

Mr. B. had laid this for a ground in his Booke, that 

from matter of fait 4-man might. reaſon in ſome caſe 

to matter of right ; ( which yet would doe him as 

much good for'the'proofe of his Propoſition, if it 

were granted him, as 4 /ittle water: would in his 

ſhove) and that for proofe thereof M-.B. hauing pro- 

duced this place, M*.G. in his writmmg had granted 

rhe ame; (for ſohe would. ſeemeto imply, wheh 

he ſaith, MF. G. doth not deny it ) whereas indeed all 

 Fiflio Juris, 0 this is but ® 4 fiction, and a meere made matter. 

Suns 3 he For howſocuer in-mine an/iver to. the entire 4rgu- 

mater to worke #ent, peeced vp partly out of Mr. B. and part}y ouc 

vpon, A cour's. of MF, Eſte, | ſpeake of ſucharguing,yetin-M-.Bs. 
viuall in Iegall ©, | 

proceedings, Sce Dratogue there 15no mention atall of it. But Mr. B+. 

Doſtor &Stkdent, Propofition is Or muſt be, to make vp his Copcls/t0n, 

5 ' That which there is no example of in Gods ward, is 

onlawfull, 


its Ae] 


ence of bu owne' Aronments. 


wnlayfull.Now how doethe Apoſtles wordsproue 
this? Or what other Argument to further Mr. Bs, 
cauſe could be framed out of them. but ſuch as is 
aboue by him mentioned, and I ſuppoſed he would 
haue made ? But ſince he waiueth thar, let vs ſee 
how it will prone that that it ſhould. '* Jt & not the 
cuſtome, ſaith the Apoſtle, of Chriſtians, tobe conten« 
tows; as* ſome expound it; oras ? others, /t i wot 
a cuſtome among Chriſtians, for women to be unuetled, 
Therefore none: onght to bs ſuch, to wit, contentious : 
or ndne owght to doe ſo, that is, bring in ſuch new fa+ 
ſhions,a5 are both undecent, andunuſuall. Will it now 
follow hence, that becauſe the Apoſtle either con- 
demneth contenrionſacſſe , becauſe 4 it is not the 
manner. of Chri/t:ans to be contentions : or womens 
- appearing in the publike congregation onueiled,becaule 
it was contrary to the cu/tome of the Chritian Char- 
hes; and* to breake ſetled order in ſuch things is 
not allowable : Will it, I ſay,tollow hence therefore, 
that nothing is warrantable, whereof no example is in 
the word? It it doe not, either Jet Mr, B, pur it 


out of his Booke, orelſe forbeare at leaſt to vrge it. 


252 


n ICM.11.16, 
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quam vent, muenerit ; dunimedo nhil contra frdem ant mores tiat. lpſa quzppe mutatto cnſue- 
tudinis etiam gaz adjuwvat util:itate, no- itate. periuruat. Quapropter que milts non 68, perturba- 


tiene mfrutiuoſa confequeiiter roxia eſte Augepiſt.118,.6, 


So that 1 need not herein repiy upon MF, G, 


No: but he hath need to proue his Propoſition, 


vnleſſe he will haue vs to take it vpon his word. 


1 onely wonder that 


he ſaith : The ſe of L9%s in 


Nk? 


James 


l. B. 


T. 6G. 


I. B. 


| 


. 7» G. 


« "Tum 30s Chrifli 
Apoſtol;, tum Chri- 
ftianz Deum Patve 
za Chrifto colentes. 
Morton, 
t"EZw Ty 0407s 
Camas, 
Nax. moned. , 


I. B. 


T. G. 


Greg. 


ames hath, beene. common in the Churches of God. 
What ? In'the pulalike.affjemblics f. as was the favltof 
woren their heads unconered in the Church at Qs: 


rianth? : 08 


To put Mc;B. out of his wonderment -(youſed 


how fainehe would bequarrelling) F meahe by che 


Churches of God, the whole multitude of men pro- 
teſling the faith of Chrizf, diſtinguiſhed intopartt> 
cular Churches or Congregations\:conitfting.'of:di- 
uers houſholds and. per/ov3ic among. whony:theſe: bo 
forious Lots hath beene trequent-and ordinaryinall 
apes, nor hath there beene-ſcruple made of them 
till of very lare:times. And by .MF. Bs. leaue; the 
Apoſtle vndeeſtandeth no other Charches, whers he 
ſaith, © The Charches of God hate no ſuch cuſtome.>. 
But this is but © /hooting beſide the marke. 


Bat ME. G.in this anſwer ſpeaketh of things meerely 
natural or cinill, as ſweetnine with ſupar, orc. 


Nameall, good Mr. B. There is belides, printing 
of Bookes, and ſhooting in guns,playing at boules, ten- 
pts, cheſ/e, foot-ball, &c.againſt which the Argument 
will hold as well as againſt either Cards or Tables. 

And mult not warrant be had as well for cinil 
actions as tor others? Oris not recreation; whereof 
we now diſpute, 4 ciwill thing? Or mult warrant 
be had by ſome example out of the word for Cards 
and 1. zce, more than for Cheſſe, orelle they are in 
that regard oplawfull ? 

1 might here exclaime, as M*, B,vſeth to doe, yea 


and 


in defence of hs owne Arguments. 


and that with better ground than M-. B bo oft doth; 

Oh- what a wide gap doth Mr. B; open here tolicenti- 
ouſneſſe, when he implieth that for atHions meerely na- 
turall or cixill, there necds no warrant at all'be had out 
of Gods word! 1t grieueth my ſonle to ſee what will 
enſue hereupon. For now will vnoodly men,when they 

are reproued for ouoht amiſſe in = courſe of their It if 
and connerſation, and required to ſhew what warrant 
they hane for it, be ready to ſay, Theſe are but things 
meerely either naturall or ciuill : and therefore we 


need wot care whether we haue any warrant ont of 


Gods word for them or no. And either M*, B. muſt 
imply no leſle, or elſe his exceptzon is idle, and of 
no vie. 


1 will not endegony to droge, that in the word there 
is matter of inſt conſequence, either general or im- 
plied (mhich is a part of the Provoſition) to allow, as 
well ſweetning with ſugar, 66. 25 Recreation in 96+ 
nerali : and therefore they may be larfall, thourh they 
be not mentioned in the word. 


Here M-. B. telleth vs, that he will not endenour 
to prove that which he need nor, becauſe jt is not 
mn queſtion : and withall *in ſtead of prouing what * 
he {ſhould prove, he doth vtterly himſelfe oner- 
throw It. 

Thatthat he ſairh he will not endenonr to proue, 
1s not at all queſtioned, For the entire Proro/ition 
made vp out of M*. Eaftie and him doth not fay, 
that whatſoever thing hath no'dilowance from Gorls 
word is onlawfull : bur, woatſoencr hath not-ullow- 

ance 


255 


I. B, 


T..G, 


Hoc ipſum eucr- 
tit quod eſt confir- 
mandum;confirmat 
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256 © Anſwer iro M.B*. Rep 

ance either by precept or pradFiſe in Gods word i wn- 
lewfull, In neither kinde whereof, I ſuppoſe, M*.B. 
can finde ought touching diuers of the particulars 
before mentioned, which yet he denieth not to be 
lawfull. | 

That hee ouerthroweth direRly that that hee 
{ſhould proue, is apparent. For his Propoſitzom is 
this ; Whatſoener there ts no example of in Gods word, 
i onwarranable : And yet here he ſaith, that ſome 
things may be lawfull, though they be not mentioned in 
Gods word. What is this buta dire contradifFjor 
of that? 


LB. But ſuppeſe M-. Gs. Axiome holdeth in themk. : 
what is that to Lots, wherein ts the Name of God by 
his immeaiate prouidence, and the ſe whereaf u limi- 
6ed, to end ſerious controuerſies ? In regard whereof 
doubt I not, but an Argument concerning the wſe of 
them may hold from the negatiue in matter of fait, as 
well a5 in matter of faith, or of che point of Gods Wore 
ſhip for the ſubſtance of it. For 1 preſume that as 
Abraham would not, if he had had occaſion, as he did 
not, kill 2 mas that told him the truth : ſo that all that 
feared God, and knew the nature and wſe of a Lot, 
would x0t, as they did not, vſe a Lot ingame. 


T. 6. It M-. Gs, Axiowe hold in any, your Propoſition 
is infringed. Any one particular denied,ouerthrow- 
eth an affirmative generall. Let his Axiome alone 
therefore, and proue your Propoſition. But that you 
will neuer be able to doe: and doe wiſely therefore 
to let it alone, 

Yea 


in deferice of bu owne Arguments. 


Yea but if you will ſuppoſe and take that for 
granted, which was the ground of MF, B, his firi# 
Argument, and without which neuer an one of « 4c: frecate. 
them can ſubfiſt, then Mr, B.preſumeth that Abra- 29d de Sence 
ham would not hane plazed at Cards or Dice, nor no _- Ch las 
other godly man: And what then? Why ? Then » Tp eve 
we ſhould haue had zo example either of Iew or Gen- *"- Plet.adv.Stoic, 
tile recorded in Scripture that had done ſo. And con- j arphar ho 
ſequently, (for that is the Propoſition in Queſtion) (a: mrirrm) g 
Nothing is warramtable, whereof there is no example © A = __ 
in the word. Here is a deale of * looſe ſand with- : Ode nd hanger 


out ought to binde it together. The maine mat. Ys 1:ciar.Phiiogf. 
vel Otog oh ite 


ter in 2ue/tzon ſtill begged, and yer nothing infer- ,,,z- :;., de[efh. 


red out of it, that is ought to MF. Bs, Argument. Yay of raguht- 
No due proceeding in ought, onely ? « wheeling 775749 n 

, ANG da/TEpuoav,cm mas 
round about with a returne to the old principle, of v442,3; amogey) 
an immediate proutacnce vn enery Lot, the ground of Y9. Plato Craiyl. 
the firſt Areument: For that commeth in ſtill to phi ng 
helpe at a dead litc, and is as good as the Tragedi- gumeanii exiti non 
ans their * Godin au Engine, that ſeruedtohelpe out 17%. corfugits 


. ad Deum. Cit. de 
Rill when they were ata ſtreſle. mt. 


Seconaly, why may there wot be for a thing permit= |. B, 
red, ſome precept in the word, generall or implied ? The 
permiſſion of any thing muſt be in the word, either ex- 
preſſe or by inſt conſequence, and then the thing ſo per- 
mitted is indifferent. But ME. G. reconcileth theſe two 
Axiomes, | Euery Action is indifferent | ana| No A*t1- 
on 15 indifferent | this, Enery naked and bare Action 
ſimply conceined,is indifferent : But no attionclad with 
his particular circumſtances i indifferent, þ. 94. $0 


that he concluaeth it tobe moſt true, That po particular 
LI morall 


T, G: 


a] wwerd 10S YC 
quit. Cain, 7 
L Cor. 7. Fit teud 
in Ire Cai,0ntco, 
Duod ticat. But 
preecipitnt, £1 1. 
Ferrer. att. Gd 
fvbat. Ce Coav, 
Clir. et 11d, 

iy SC vp dilſeiiite, 
C::, deoral. fer fell, 


Anſwer to NF. D*. Reply 


morall Action,or no Attion of the reaſonable Creature, 
proceeding from reafon, can poſitbly be ſo indifferent, 
but it mnſt of neceſdtie be either conforma'le tothe rules 
of Gods holy word, or diſconformable thereugnto, P.95- 
Theſe things, eſpecially theſe words (rules of Gods 
word) conſidered, 1 may ſay, that howſoener a naked 
inifferent thing be by permiſſion, yet a clothed indiffe. 
rent thirs, if lawfull, is by precept, or rule, as well xs 
Ar, G. fatth, Recreation in general is both by permiſ- 
/ion and by precept, if not expreſly, yet by inſt conſe- 
quence,p.138. Doth then MF, G. make permiſſion a in{t 
exception againſt the Propoſition ? 


Mr. B. hauing in ſtead of proving it overthrowne 
his owne Propoſition : now commeth to try, if he 
can yet make good MF, Eaſt ies, 

A thing may be warrantel, ſay I, though neither by 
Pprecept or prattiſe, yet by permiſſion. 

Againſt this M', B. obieCeth, that for 4 thin? per- 

zitted ſome precept may be. Ian{wer. | 

1. Vnlelle he ſay, nf? be, he ſaith nothing ; be- 
caule he ſaith nothing to the purpoſe. 

2. If there be aprecept for ought, fo farre forth ic 
is not barely permitted : tor wherepermijronis, * the 
thins is left free. 

Yea but Mr. G. faith, that recreation is wirrants- 
ble both oy permiſſion and by precept. True oy prece?t 
ir {ome cales, by f ermiſron in other : or by precept in 
genera!!, by permrſzen in - particular, for 6ails or 
baw les, 2nd the like. 

Yea bur 2gaine Mr. G, ſaith, (tolet the reſt paſſe 
ot Mr. B+. * Beſomes here without bands) that enery 


thing 


14 aeferrte Of VA Onne AFVNmeny. 


thing tudifferent, if lawfull, i by rule, and conſe- 
quently, it you giue MF, B. leaue to expound it as 
he liſt, 6y precept. Let me minde M*.B, what before 
he told vs, itis © 4 curſed gloſſe that rorrupteth the 
Text. Doth euery Rule necellanily imply a precept ? 
Then belike of things 1ndifferent, that is, (not, of 
things neither good nor bad; in which ſenſe my for- 
mer words cited by Mr, B. tumbling things heere 
rogether, nothing to the purpoſe, are to be vnder- 
ftood; but) of things neither inozued nor inhibited, 
no Rnles can be given. Butlet vs try (though it be 
too palpable) the truth hereof, When the Apoſtle 
faith, * 4 woman ts free ta marry againe if her hus- 
band be deceaſed. Isirnota Rule? Or is it therefore 
a precept ? when he ſaith, © If an infidell inuiteth os, 
ois may goe if you will : tor*thatis alſo implied : and, 
whew you are there, you may eat of all that is ſet before 
you without (cruple of conſcience. Are not thele Rules, 
and yet noprecepts? If they bee, .by Mr. B5, owne 
grant, M*, Gs. excep1i0n againſt Mr. Eaſties propoſiti- 
on (tandeth good, and the propoſitzon conſequently 
is unſound. 


Toxching his proofe , that permiſſion is a ſufficient 
warrant : 1 firſt would know, what ordinance of God 


that is, which hath not ſome limited or appointed ve 


thereof. 


T hat Gods permiſzon is 4 ſufficient warrant,he that 
requireth to haue it proned may as well require it to 
be proued, that Gods word is 4 good warrant. Idle 
hadthe Apoſtle becneif in ſo weighty aftaires be- 

LI 2 ing 


— — 


c Maledifta glofſa 
que EOrTHINpUL TEX - 
fun, 


d I Cor. 7.39. 


© I CY, 10, 27. 


f Irevel non ave li 
beram tobis relin- 
quo, Merion. 


I.B, 


$1 Cor. 7. 28. 
Þ CMero me"die j denteth it, may as well * deny that the Sunne is vp 


dixenit ils tencbras 
eſe, tredgte Patron, 
ſatyr. 


i Of Lots Ch. 8. 


I. B. 


T. G. 


I. B. 


[;] Ter. 0 y S » | 


eply 


ing craued his aduice, he ſhould haue delivered that 
that would not warrantthoſe things that he gaue 


way for, yea and i#/7#e them as free from linne. 
E If ſhe marry, (aith be, ſhe finneth not. And he that 


at hioh-noone. 

His frivolous queſtzon therefore is to no purpote 
in the world : For what if God hath by certaine ge- 
nerall Rales reſtrained in ſome kindes and caſes the 


fe of his ordizances : doth it follow therefore rhat 


thereis nothing in them leit free ? God hath reſtrai- 
ned Recreation by ſuch Rales as by way of Caution 
are in my Boske of Lots * geliuered. Dota it follow 
therefore that it is 797 free for men to recreate them- 
ſelues either with 59wles, or with coztes, whether 


they themſelues will, and to make bowles indiffe- 


rently either of beech or of braſil, and coites either 
of tile herds or of horſe-(hooes. For, | hope, none of 
all tneſe may be done without warrar:. 


1 am ſure and hane ſhewed that Gods ordinance 
gouching a Lot nath. | 


Tt your owne word without further proofe may be 
taken, you haue. | 


Seconilz, I griege to obſerue what agap M*. G.huth 
by this aoitrine opened to Licentiouſne(ſe. What ! may 
mar dijpeſed to finne, imploy any creature, whoſe w/e 
God hathaot limitea.to what ſe he will ? No: for here 
6 tobe onderjtood that exception which is expreſſed in 
the next part of the reaſon touching circumſtances, viz. 


[ 4ny 


[ Any we, bat that which is probitited) Howſoeuer 
Tcould demurre thereupon, eſþcc: uly if an expreſſe pro- 
hivition be underſtood, yet herein 1 wil be ſilent haning 
enough granted me. 


Theſe be all but © 7dle fancies of MF, Bs. owne 
braine. I open no greater gap to ary licentionſne(/e, 
than ! the word of God warranteth : which MF, B>, 
vaiuſt charge muſt therefore conſequently fall vp- 
on, and vpon the Azoſtle himſcite rogether with me. 
I ſpare to obſerue what grieuous and inextricable 
ſtreits MF, B. would caſt Chriftizn Conſciences into 
by his contrary 4//ertions; ſuch, I am ſure (let him 
take heede ® whom he followeth therein) as him- 
ſelfe will never indureto betied to : to wit, to brinz 


ſome (1 ſay not warrant, but ) precept ont of Gods 


word, for enery particular Act that he doth, euery ſort 
or part of apparel he weareth, euery kind: of recrea- 
tion that at any time he vſcth, and the like. 

Onely I wiſh that M*. Bs. ordinary faithfulneſſe 
may herealſo be obſerued. He ſaith hee could de- 


murre pou this pojition, that] gine for the carcum- 


ſtances of ſuch Actions, in which they are not deter- 


mined, viz | Any oſe, but that wnico is pronivited, 
is lawful | eſpecially, if az expreſſe prohibition be un- 
der/:ood. \When as my words are expreſly, not either 
exprejly or by in/t conſequence provivited, I would 
know of Mr, B. what precept, (tor valefle precepr, 
no warrant, faith Mr. B.) or what permiſſion at leaſt 
there is for ſuch dealingin Gods word. 

But he hath enourh granted him by MF, G. with- 


out this, Let vs heare how. 
Ll 3 


in defence of his owne Arguments 


Foy 


261 


T. G. 


k . velzt eers ſom- 
na, vaye Fingun- 
tur (pectis.- Her, 
"4117 
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7. 16.1b:d. 
m Matth. 23. 4. 


; Anſwer to Mr, B*. Reply 


I. B. For the wſe of Lots in game is probibited by tuft 
conſequences, as 1 haue demonſtrated. - 
T. G. If MF. G. left it 5ndefinice, as MF, B. in his very 
\ , , _ next words before intimated, and expreſſed not 
> Gprgptdo himſelte, whether he meant prohibited expreſly only, 
alas ale. Nemag- Or by inſt conſequence alſo : how hath Mr, B. enough 
penn ext, by M. G. granced tor the efteCting of ought thar 
ſoph. Razis, Naw, here he would haue? If he did expreſ/e himſelfe 
Multa jidem pro- therein, why was Mr. B. pleaſed to queſtion what 
- hg; ,* his meaning was? 
dat,uenales q'ti wilt Burt how MF. B. hath nor pY oued onely, but ks ac- 
--r-oPry 2 onſtrated, what he here ſaith he hath done, I know 
» Ou fer metemp. NOE3 vnleſſe * Pythagoras bee reuiued againe in 
ſychoſiz in Homero, him, and *® his bare word be as authenticall as the 
-— {puns beſt proofe that is. Such ? great words might haue 
dereſurr.&-alij. beene well ſpared, vnleſſe his progfes had beene 
9 Notumillud P)- more pregnant : lealt it be ſaid of him, as he ſaid 
——rrron o——_ - the ay. oy they were like o/d 
quo per omaia ac- men, tnat 1 blew nard, but aa He. 
4 po Je exaor, 1 Ja waor, Samiſs Lanes. Plut. apophth. 4 Tlvtiv Z 
[4%;a, lower! 5 wirgor, Democrates apuc Stob, C22. 


I. B. For the better onderſianding of the ſecond part of 
the reaſon (haſiing to anend) 1 onely deſire an Anſwer 
tothis Queſtion. Is any wſe of a Lot lawfull, where the 
circumſtances of Time, Place, and Perſons be not dc- 
termined ? 

T 6. Mr, B. weary, it ſeemerth, of arguzng, commeth 
now to asking, The end of his 2ueſtion, he (aith, is 

far the better onderſtanding of the ſecond part of my 
Reaſon, \Why? admit my reaſon or ſome part of it 
were not worth a button, how doth M-, B. make 
good 


in defence of his owne Arguments, 263 
good the Propoſition, which all this while he ſhould 
haue proued ? But to the 29e#71on, I anſwer as the 
Spartans ſometime in a word : * No. And what * 4dprotixanPhi- 
then? Are thereno more circumſtances tobe obſer- "7! {c*c4. qua 
) quedam ab £38 de- 
ved but theſe onely? Or are there not generall juGe,.u epiſlolam, 
Rules according to which I require the w/e of ſuch _ ——_ 
- ? Taiz rripoaruant, 
things to be regulated ? eee ho 


Li. ex Athen, 
wtewque ad Akſon ex Athen.& Gell.) Hine Auſon. epiſt 25. Vna ſuit quondix?, cua reſpundere 
1a:0ncs Lilera, & wato Reg? placucre negantes, Idem & Dimyſio 1fcrip{it 1'loxcans : unde 
Proucrbium , QunoZentcy J(aupete SHIdas, 


If NF, G. except an extraordinarie Ye, I may os TB, 
well except the luſorious wſe of Lots, 


Can any man lining tell what this meaneth? 1 #7 G. 
anſwer as before ; and if M". B. can picke oughr out 
of mine An/wer for his aduantage, he may, 


1 anſwer to the exemeplification of this reaſon, gran- 7 B, 
ting that an Argument holaeth from the negatiue for 
the ſubſtance of Gods worſhip, 1 yet make this Quare, 
whether onely vecanſe God hath determined it * 


Whether MF, B. grant this part of mine Anſwer T. 6G. 

or no, yea whether it be ſound or vnſound is no- 
thing materiall, fince that the ſtrength of mine 4#- 
[wer forthe diſproofe of the Propoſition reſteth whol- 
iv vpontkeother part, to wit, that from matter of 
ja mot expreſſed in Scripture, it is no vood arguins to 
matter of riaht or wrong; and that : thing may be_» 
lawful without erther precept or praiſe recorded in 
the wordexpreſſe or implictte : anc much leſle is it 

materiall 


- OO ——- — 
- 


Anſwer to Me. BY. Reply 


materiall what become of MF. B*. queres: which I 
needed not therefore ſtand to anſwer; nor doth 
ought therefore that followeth here,at all couch our 
1 "Ga8ſe... 

: \ botany fr Bur let vs heare M-. B*. quere. He maketh it a 
buſdam bodicque ns Queſtion 3 Whether the Areument therefore onely 
eſt inſolens. Duo > þoldeth from the negatine for the ſubſtance of Gods 


= 1" l Py worſhip, becawſe God hath determinedit? I anſwer: 


t Asinthe Paſſe- Tt is enough for my purpole if it doe hold therefore. 
ouer,Exod.12.9- hich Mr, B. it ſeemeth, doth not deny. And in 


korn, og many caſes it holdeth onely therefore : For why we 
dicti, Epiphan.be- (ſhould ve water and not © wine in Baptiſme : why 
a yo. bro ah bread, rather than * roſted fleſh in the Lords Supper, 
decr.cauſ.24.queſft. and why bread onely and not cheeſe too, as * ſome 
F ens ſepta haue vſed, no reaſon can be rendred, but * becaule 
citum : uti Cbr:ſtus God ſo pleafed to determine the elementsin either. It 
ad Patrem,Matth, js true indeed that ſome ſorts of 9r{/49 are in them- 
II.26. Quarquam lacy impions, and are therefore allo diſallowed. 


nolim ex ho loco k : : 
areumentum cn- But let vs heare the reaſon why this Q#ere is made, 


texere : proat ſupra | 
D. B. wvoluit ad Arg, 6, y Deut.12.31. Talia Ethnicorum Sacra Tanrica, Cabinica ; ſed 
& Floralia, Lupercalia, Saturnalia, Bacchanalia, Apbreaiſia, Priapeia, &c. 


_ 


I. B, For #n thoſe places of Teremie, God doth blame his 
people onely for wing a worſhip [which he commanded 
zot | without any intimaiion that he preſcribed his owne 
worſhip. 


T.G. Is there not an euident 7tim4tion that God had 
preſcribed his owne worſhip, (vnleſſe it be preſuppo» 
ſedthat he would not at all be worſhipped) when 
for this very cauſc he reieeth ſome kinde of wor- 
{hip, becauſe be had 16 preſcribed the ſame. 


To 
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- To the ſame purpoſe writeth Paul to the Coloſſians 1.B. 
againit the Traditions of men, and will-worſhip, not | 
for MF. G5, cauſe, but becauſe in ſo worſhipping they | 
held wot the Head, werſ.1 g. which « Chriſt, King of his | 
Church teaching and gouerning the ſame inall things. | 


The Apoſtle expreſly condemneth one ſort of TG. 
the ſuper/titiors he there ſpeaketh of, becauſe they 
were meere.* will-wor/hips, and humane inuentions » yuryinut, 
(wherein let Mr. B. rake heed left he be found faulty col.z-22423. 
in denying vnto Chriſtians the lawfull vie of Gods 
creatures vpon conceits meerely ſuperſtitious , as 
thoſe falſe teachers then did) that is, as Pi(cator well, 
Þ becauſe God was not the Author of them. Which is * LuumDewifta- 
in etfe& for the very ſamecauſe that I auerre. — o_. 
As for that of © pot holding the Head, itis not vr- © Col. 2.19, 
ged by the Apoſtle for any ſuch purpoſe as Mr. B. : 
here affirmeth, confounding and blending together * 329% 
thoſe things that areto be diſtinguiſhed;but againſt cov/.z.18. 
thoſe that would haue broughtin the © Adoration © wu" Chriftum =» 
of Angels, who in ſo doing the Apoſtle ſaith © relin- | apy "i 
quiſhed Chriſt the Head, who is of himſelte all-ſuffict-- toti ſw corporitum 
ent to: foſter and propazate his Church, without ſuch / ons fa gs 
ſending of his ſeruants to ſeeke afhitance from any cat TY 
other, 


But in Deut. M*. Gs, cauſe is implied. 1t is true, I. B. " 
that there God forbiddeth his people to inquire how q | 
other Nations ſerued their Gods, and ſendeth them to } 
his word to obſerue the ſame, without putting anjthing 41! 
t0,or taking ought from the ſame. Surely 1 ſhould not | | 
gather fram hence M*, Gs. cauſe. Becaiſe 1 feare it 1 

m would | 


T.G. 


f 1T1115.8 


I. B. 


Fx0. 20. 5. 


LL © / y » L ' 


would incouraze Papiſts in their ſuperſtitious rites 
and ceremonies called Circumſtances, though inaced 
parts of the ſabſtance of outward worſhip. For they 
are ready to take hold thereof and ſay, God bath deter- 
mined nothing touching theſe ſuppoſed Circumſtances, 
and they are not againft the word of God ;, therefore 
they are permitted and ſo warranted. 


[s it not implied, when God ſaith, they ſhould not 
ſerue the true God as the Heathen ſerued their falſe 
Gods, but ſo onely as be had himſelfe preſcribed; is it 
not implied, I ſay, that God had for the ſubſtance of 
it determined his owne worſhip ? 

Or is not this a ſenſleſſe conſequence, Mr. G. hol- 
deth that God hath determined the ſubſtance, but not 
all particular Circumſtances of his ſernice and wor- 


ſhip : Therefore M".G, gineth incouragement to Papiſts 


to adde to Gods worſhip ſuch things as they call Circums- 
ſtances, but are indeed parts of the ſubſtance of it; Ir 
is as if one ſhould ſay, * The Apoſtle chargeth all 
Chriſtians to prouide for themſelnes and theirs : There« 
fore hee giueth worldly men inconragement to be 
greedy of the world, which they call proniding for them 
ana theirs. 


But 7 ſhould pather from that and the other places, 

( 1 thinke, dire&ly, and not auckwardly,) this Con- 
cluſion : Becauſe all things in and vnio the ſernite of 
God ought to be preciſely according #0 Gods will re- 
uealed in bis word; therefore whatſoener is not com- 
wanaded ought not tobe. And the rather ( God being 
tealous ) becauſe of the meaning of the. fringes yon 
tbe 


n aerence of hu one AYouments. 


the Iſraelites their garments, to wit, That you may re- 
member all the commandements of the Lord, and that 
gee ſeeke not after your ewne heart, not after your 
owne cies, after which you goe a whoring, 


Now we haue MF, B<, colleQtion, not auckward, 
as mine, but diref#, as his are wont to be. 


Where firſt I would vnderſtand wherein M:. B.. 


cauſe differs from Mr, G*. cauſe : that is, whether 
that, whatſoeuer it be, that is there forbidden, be 
not therefore, yea and therefore onely there forbid- 
den, becauſe God had determined his owne wor- 
ſhip. That which was M-. Bs. exception againſt M*. 
Gs. cauſe before. 

2. 1 would be informed whether Mr. B. will af- 
firme that all particular circumſtances of Gods ſeruice 
and worſhip be preciſely daeterminedin the word, forif 
that be not his meaning here, whar ſaith hee more 
than I ſay 2 If it be, let him returne a»/er to the zx- 
ſtances produced to the contrary before. For the 

COnceit it ſelte is ſo ſenſlefle, that * it deſerueth nor 
further to be refuted neither doe I thinkethat any 
man liuing will concurre with Mr. B. therein. 

3. Forthe place out of Nambers produced by 
him, whereby he would proue that, ( whatſocuerit 
is) that he ſaith,it doth no more prouethar all chings 

"in the (eruice of God ought to be preciſely according to 
Gods w:ll rexealed in bs werd, than that all other hu. 
mane ations ag well cinill as ſacred ought lo to be. 
For the place ſpeaketh of * Gods commanaements in 

generall. 
- 4. How.followethithence that yo a&7op or cir- 
| Mm 2 ci77;{ aree 


Nam.tsy 39. 
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þs fila 8, adnnmeran 


u7'S, 13. exiſtent. 
Jam wV6cabulz Heb, 
MAP boo fa- 
ct ; quious 13.1a 
au)cbia 613. confie 
ant : quot 1:mirum 
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flat univerſa, Ef 


F axtory. 6 wa! lud. 
C[*. 4s 


I. B, 


- Ge 


| I. B. 


- -- SS ad 
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cumſtance in Gods ſeruice, yea or in other affaires is 
left free, becauſe all ſuch things ought to be preciſely 
accordins 80 Gods will reuealed in his word? I ſup- 
poſe that that Chriſtian that being inuited by 4 Gey« 
tile, when there was no 1uſt cauſe otherwiſe to hin- 
der his going, did as well in gorng to an Infidels table 
walke according to the preciſe rule of Gods word, as he 
ſhould haue done in not going: and in eating indif- 
ferently of cach diſh, asin forbearing either this or 
that when he wasthere. And I ſuppoſe they walke 
preciſely according to the rule of Gods written word, 
as well where they begin their ſolemne ſernice of 
Gsd on the Sabboth day at ſexen of the clocke, as 
where they begin itat ezght, or atnize. Which yet 
were not, if that circumſtance of time were preciſely 
determined, and xothins at all therein lefr free. 


To the laſt anſwer, That a Lot is no more 4 cinill 


affaire than ts an Oath,though it ( as tsan Oath) be wſed + 
in cigill affaires. 


Here is no ,2e/7/on about it whether it be or no : 
but a Propoſition, which M-. B. hath all this while 
forgot, to be iuſtified. As for the rancking of 4 
Lot and an Oathtogether ; and the ſuppoled ſacred- 
weſſe of 4 Lot, enough already hath beene ſaid. But 
why doth nor ME. B. anſwer here, the 2ue/tion of 
Boules and Balls, (tor it is very materiall) and the 


f9ut concerning ablacke pudding? . 


Ana laſtly, 1 affirme againe, that God hath determi. 
wed the ſe of a Los to determine Controwerſies, ſs 4s 
Without 


in 1e PAY C D 'J 14 - (4/ , ” 


without Goas ſþeciall appointment (which i not now 
zo be expeited) it cannot be lawfully wſed to any other 

rpoſe: Therefore an Argument from the Negatiue 
will bold by M*. Gs. rule to diſallow the ſe of any 
other Lot, as well luſorious as dininatorie. 


I will not ſtand to diſcuſle here how this helpeth 
M-. B+. arguing, That i wot lawfull whereof no exam- 
ple is found in the word,&C. 

. I obſerue onely how MF. B. can conclude, by 
helpe of my Rule, what he would, if you grant him 
withall, what he can not proue. But the Aptecedent 
ſhould in the former Arexwent haue beene made 
good: which yet Mr. B. there not onely hath nor 
done, but hath not ſo muchas indeauoured to'doe. 
And without progfe for him to * affirme it acaine 
and agarme, is but loſt labour both to his Reader 


and himſelte. 


Thus haning anſwered M*.G5.reaſons inducing him 
roallow Luſorious Lots as net euill inthemſelues : and 
remoued MF, Gs. anſwers to mine Arguments, 1 may 
more confidently hold mure opinion, which Mr, Dud- 
ley Fennor ( of reverend memory ) hy goaly Treatiſe 
of Recreations hath taught me, to wit, That Tables and 
Cards, as well as Dice, and all other Games conſiſting 
in Chance ( wherein there is vſe of a Lot ) are witer- 


ly ounlawfull. 


Thus hauing within lefle than three weekes ſpace 


{ince this booke of M-.Bs, came firſt to mine hands, 
Mm 3 which 


7.G. 


* Propter noſlrum 
affirniare aut ncga- 
re mil porter in 
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which he hath beene !about ſome * tex zeeres a bree- 
ding, runne through the ſame, and ſhewed that it 
containeth mothing material, or of inſt exceprion to 
ought in my Booke, neither confuting any of mine Ar- 
guments produced inthe defence of luſor:ous Lots, 
nor confirming and ſtrengthning any of his owne 
againſt them, I may the more confidently con. 
clude, the rather holding thar, that till now of late, 
was {carceeuert queſtioned of any, that Games depen- 
dings pon caſualtic are not in that regardwvnlawfull, 
nor is 4 Lot exciuded from being matter of diſport by 
any gronnd or warrant forth of Gods word. 
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animal.l.6. c.27. Adjicere licert Plini) illud ex prefat. ad Veſpaſe. Audio, inquit, quoſdam, quod 
ſemper expeclavi, parturire adverſus libellos meos, & ſubmzde abortus facere, Jam decem anni, 
quum celerius etimm Elephant pariant. * 1handlcd this Argument anno 1613. ang ſhortly 
after the handling thereof delivered Mr. B. in writing at his requeſt the Anſwer tg his 
Arguments,which he vadercooke then to returne Aulwer vnto, | 


.—_ = 
ADVERTISEMENT 


to M-. BALMFOR D. 


delire ſome few things of him ( as I ſuppoſe) 
neither vnreaſonable nor vnequall. 
—  Oneis, that he will deale more faithfully than he 
hath here done, in-relating either mine Aronments 
or mine Anſwers both for matter and manzer ; 
that is, 

1. Thathe doe notin producing them mangleand 
maime them, cutting that away that is materiall. 

2. Ihathe alter not y phraſe,but giueme leave, 
as I doe him, to viter my mizde in mine owne 
Eermes. | 
\ Another 1s, that he would be pleaſed * ts keepe 
cloſe to the point : Or it he delireto be dealing®in 
by-matters,as in moſt of this he doth ; thathe would 
handle them apart from thoſe things that concerne 
the maine © matter in controverſie, that the Reader 
who defireth to be therein more fully informed, 
may not be conſtrainedto hunt after, what ſhould 
give him ſatisfaction, as it he ſought © a needle in 4 
bottle of hay. 

To which purpoſe I require him to take notice 
what iflue we are at, and as well what either is de- 
nicd, or is to be denied, as what alſo is to be perfor- 
med and made good, either in his 4n/wer to mine 
Arguments,or in the defence of his owne, 


T M-.B.ſhall thinke good to ſarreioyne,T would 
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For his Au/wer to wine Arguments. 

«In the firft he denieth this Propoſition : That which 
may be wed in other Cinill affaires either weighty or 
leſſe weighty, may be ſed alſo in difport. I reply by 
way of 1ndud#:0n, and require © aninſtance to be gi- 
uen of any thing that may be vſed indifferently in 
the one and not in the other : that of an Oath will 
not ſerue. 

In the ſecond Argument, the former ſhape, he de- 
nieth this Propoſition, That which beſt ſorteth with 
the nature of a Lot, may a Lot woſt lawfully be ſed 
onto: which for my part ſhall neuer. be further 


proued. 


In the latter ſpape (the vaine cavilltothe forme 
of it omitted) he denieth this Propoſuion; A matter. 
of meere indifferentie, ſuch as a man may lawfully doe 
or not doe,and it is not materiall whether he doe or omit, 
a man may lawfully put to the hazard of the oncey- 
taine motion of the Creature whether he ſhall doeor ns : 
yet with a reſtraint, wnleſſe it be a matter controaer- 
= And let that, for me, reſt roo, and others iudge 
of ir. 

Tn the third Argument he afftirmeth, The w/e of 4 
Lot in Game, as tt 1s 4 Lotto be again#t Picty, becauſe 
it wu 208 of faith; avainit Charitie, becauſe it ſcanda- 
lizeth. T hat is an idle conſequence; this cuidently 
vntrue of 4 Lot 7x Game (imply conſidered: and he 
mainraineth exery Zot to be holy by ſome dinine Injti- 
24608, which I require to be produced. 

In the fourth Argument, he denieth nothing at all 
that I ſay, not conceiuing or vnderftanding mine 
Arzument atight. I athrme any ſe of the Creature 


lawfhlh, 


lawfall,that it hath a naturall power 2-no, ſo the ſame 
be kept free from ſuperſtition, impicty, iniuſtice, and 
a:ſhoneſtie, Which qualification he ſuppreſicrh,aad 
ſo denieth the forepart. 

In the fifs Argument, he denieth nothing at all, 
but ſome 4//ertions of his owne traming, and the 
effect ot the Concluſion. Lottery, ſay I, s a thing of 
it ſcife indifferent, neither ſimply commanded nor for- 
bidden : theretore by M*, Fennors grounds.lawfull to 
be made matter of dijþort. 4 luſorious Lot,ſaith V-.B, 
& forbiaden, and therefore not indifferent, Which 
croſſerh nothing but the Concluſion onely in mine 
Argument. 

The ſixth Argument he miſerably peruerteth, 
and in roome of it ſettech vp one of his owne, 
which he keepeth much adoe with: Which I would 
wiſh him now to take better notice of, being in the 
——"_ manner that may be laid open to his eye- 

1ght. 

For the fuller anſwer whereunto, (becauſe it is 
much materfall ro the clearing of the preſent poznr 
in Controxerſie) I would deſire him onely to ſhew 
by what Arguments or Argument deduced. from 
Gods word, the we of Boules and Cheſſe-play may be 
inſtified. Not that I doubt whether it may be done 
or no; but that I may vnderſtand how ME. B. will 
doc it: not doubting buthis manner of doing ir, if 
it be ſoundand ſuch as it ſhould be,will bring much 
light co this matter. 

For the defence of his owne Arguments. 


In the fir/# hee muſt proue, it he will make 1g 
Nn good 


good, that aw immediate prourdence of Godin enery 

Lot, is proued out of Prow, 16.33.which as yet he 
hath not done. 

And if hee will diſprove or ouerthrow mine 
Arguments againſt it, hee muſt affirme ſuch ap 
immeaiate prouidence in euery Caſuall Occurrent : 
as alſo « naturall power in mar to make God worke 
immediately, and conſequently mwiracnlouſly at plex- 
ſure: and anſwer my reeſons produced to the con- 
trary. | 
I the /ccond hee muſt proue the ſame, to wit, 
an immediate dinine prouidence in enery Lot : 
for that is the ground ofthis alſo; and is oft re- 
peated, neuer proued: and that once proued will 
effe& all. 

In the third he muſt proue that that place, Prov. 
18.18. doth ſo reſtraine the ſe of 4 Lot to the ending 
of Controuerſies in ſerious matters, that to no other 
wſe it may be applied: ro which purpoſe there is not 
a word here. 

In the /a/*, hee muſt make good, if hee will 
maintaine hs ewne Propoſition, that wothing i law- 
full whereof there is no example in Gods word. 

Or if Mr. Eafties, that nothing « by permiſsion 
warrantable; or, Nothing warrantable but by pre- 
cept. 

"Theſe few points if hee can make good, all 
will ſoone be at an end. And theſe would be 
handled apart, ( other by-marters diſcuſſed by 
themſelues) that ſo what is ſaid to the purpoſe 


may the betrer be ſcene, and the truth in the 
Point 
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Point controuerſed receive the morelight, which * Mi wnultu. * 
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Some things omitted, ot miſprinted. 


P=7 lin.2.4. after 4ow, pur in it tobe, yea and * meritorious too. and 
| in the margine againſt it, * Sirwſticus citra articulos credat ſiuo Epi- 

ſcopo proponentz aliqued dogma bereticum, meretur in credcndo, licet fit error, 
ex. Tolet. mſtruti. ſacerd. l.4.4.3.9.6 Pag.213.11.atter well, put in : 
together. Pag. 232. {u, 19. inthe margine put in = Math. 5.21, 23. 
Pag.238.4.4. pat out the point after zezther,and pur it in atter theſe. l.5. £ 
. after deale, putin,. Pag.239 (8. after dare, pur in wholly, and after 

controuerſces, put an interrogatiue point. Pay. 240. (. 14. put the lke 
after reaſon? Pag.257.4.* in the margine, for mw) reade 74a» 
ywſb- Pag 259.11. for is lawfull, if by rule, 1cade if lawfhll, 5 by rule. | 
Pag.266.l.3. for iuſtifieds reade inſtifie. Pag. 261, 1. g. after on, putin it. bi 
Paz. 263. * in the mare. aftcr Gell:) pur. in O, Pag. 270. b. un the j 


marg. for perpetuas, reade perpetuos. a: 
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